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Surveying Intellectual Freedom, Privacy, and Right-to-Read Education in

ALA-Accredited Programs

The Intellectual Freedom Round Table (IFRT) and Office of Intellectual Freedom (OIF) of
the American Library Association (ALA) tasked Team F of the 2025 class of Emerging Leaders
with evaluating the current state of intellectual freedom education across ALA and American
Association of School Librarians (AASL)-accredited library science programs to help guide
future policy and practice for the Office of Intellectual Freedom.

To complete this project, we designed a survey that we then distributed to faculty and
administrators at ALA and AASL-accredited graduate programs through listservs and direct
emails. During February and March, we developed survey questions and designed the survey.
The survey was sent out following IRB approval in mid-March and closed in mid-April. Data
analysis and follow-up interviews occurred in May. From May through June, our team wrote a
report of our findings, created a poster for the 2025 ALA Annual Conference, and developed a
bookmark to supplement our poster presentation.

The purpose of this report is to summarize our project goals and process, discuss our

methodology and survey development, report our findings, and outline potential next steps.
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Team Members

Member Guide
Cynthia Dudenhoffer, Emerging Leaders Project Coordinator; Associate Teaching Professor,
Learning Technologies and Library and Information Science Program Coordinator, University of

Missouri

Team Members

Tristan M.K. Draper, Student Success & Engagement Librarian, Beloit College

Victoria Freeny, Public Services Coordinator Librarian, Adams County Library System

CJ Garcia, Health Sciences Librarian, Creighton University Libraries

Claire Kelley, Library Specialist & Creative Technologist Substitute, Boulder Public Library
District

Ameriki Somers, School Library Media Coordinator, Paisley Magnet & Lowrance Middle School



Surveying Intellectual Freedom 5

Project Objectives and Goals

ALA’s Intellectual Freedom Round Table (IFRT) and Office of Intellectual Freedom (OIF)
provided Team F with a Project Description (Appendix A) that outlined the project, expected
goals and outcomes, methodology, and next steps. Our objective was to evaluate the state of
intellectual freedom education across ALA and AASL-accredited library science programs. The
goal of this project was to identify gaps and strengths within curricula and provide
recommendations to library science educators for enhancing the core areas of intellectual
freedom education.

To fulfill this goal, several objectives were identified:

e Create and present our findings as a poster at the 2025 ALA Annual Conference
in Philadelphia.

e Create and distribute an informational handout for the ALA Annual Conference to
provide resources and report our findings.

e Discuss the process and findings of our project in a final report.

Project Overview

Team F first met at the LibLearnX Conference in January of 2025 where we met with
representatives from the Office of Intellectual Freedom including Deborah Caldwell-Stone, and
our member guide, Cynthia Dudenhoffer. In conversations with these stakeholders, we
discussed the objectives of our project. Team F then met to identify the key stages of our project
and establish a timeline for each of these stages. From February through the beginning of April,
Team F met every other week on Zoom for one hour to discuss the timeline, current tasks that
we were working on, and assign new tasks as needed. Starting in April, when our survey closed
and data analysis began, we met once a week to discuss our progress with individual and team

tasks.
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Project Introduction

Team F was first introduced to our project via a Project Description (Appendix A) posted
on ALA Connect. We each reviewed the project description individually before convening at the
LibLearnX Conference in January of 2025. At the LibLearnX Conference, we met with our
member guide and representatives from the Office of Intellectual Freedom, who gave us an
in-depth overview of the project goals and outcomes and answered questions about the project.
During the remainder of the meeting, we created a shared Google Folder for our group
documents and developed a tentative timeline for completing key stages of the project. We also

began to assign tasks to individual group members.

Survey Creation and Revision

During January and February, Team F discussed the scope of our survey and developed
the survey format and questions. Several considerations shaped the development of our survey.
First, we wanted to create a survey that could be completed in 15 minutes or less. We also
chose to focus the survey questions on curriculum, course materials, and institutional climate.
Due to the time constraints of this project, we targeted our survey toward graduate program
faculty and administrators and excluded students. A student perspective on intellectual freedom
instruction could be an avenue for further research. As our team developed the survey, Dr.
Dudenhoffer submitted our study for IRB approval through her institution, the University of
Missouri.

An informed consent statement was also developed to explain the purpose of our

research, include IRB language, and notify respondents of data privacy.

Survey Distribution

During the survey development phase, we used the ALA-accredited program database

available on the ALA website alongside AASL-accredited program information from the Council
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for the Accreditation of Educator Preparation (CAEP) to review each institution’s library
science/information program. Contact details for program directors and secondary contacts
(including assistant directors and library science professors) were collected. This curated list of
contacts from both ALA and AASL-accredited graduate programs was organized into a
spreadsheet—including each institution’s name, location, program title, as well as available
primary and secondary contact information—to serve as the primary distribution list for the
survey once approved.

Following IRB approval in mid-March, all listed institutional contacts were assigned to
team members, and initial emails containing the survey link were disseminated. Secondary
distribution was executed through an ALA listserv for MLIS Professors, provided by our member
guide, Dr. Dudenhoffer, and through postings on various ALA Connect forums used by our
members. Specifically, Tristan Draper posted the link in the general ALA forum, Ameriki Somers
in the American Association of School Librarians (AASL) forum, CJ Garcia in the Association of
College and Research Libraries (ACRL) forum, and Victoria Freeny in the Public Library
Association (PLA) forum.

At the beginning of April, a reminder email was sent to each institutional contact, with the
survey link again distributed via the ALA Listserv and posted in the respective forums. A final
reminder email was issued during the second week of April, with the survey completion deadline

set for April 17.

Data Analysis

We had a total of 25 complete survey responses. These responses represented 23 out
of a possible 88 ALA/AASL-accredited programs. Of these, 16 programs were ALA-accredited
and the remaining 7 were AASL-accredited. 2 responding institutions were from Canada, with
the remainder of the respondents being US-based institutions. Of the respondents, 22 were

faculty, and 3 were administrators, with 2 of the administrators also having faculty status.
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or a total of 23 out of 88 ALA-
accredited programs responded
to our survey

Programs taught a mean of 3.4 courses that explicitly address intellectual freedom, with
a median of 2.5 and a range of 1-11. Of 102 courses mentioned in the survey responses, 41 of

them (40%) were required, with some of those requirements being track/specialty dependent.

Table 1
Number of Courses Response Count
Unknown/Didn’t Answer 3
1 5
2 6
3 4
4 3
6 1
7 1
9 1
11 1
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How many courses in your
program address intellectual
freedom?

Number of Courses

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11

Programs

Course themes and topics that frequently emerged included intro librarianship courses,
collection management, library management, library ethics, and children’s/young-adult literature.
It is worth noting that when multiple respondents answered for the same institution there were
discrepancies in course counts and other information. This can likely be attributed to different
areas of knowledge and specialization among faculty at the same institution, as well as differing

definitions of intellectual freedom.

Table 2

Does your institution have an official policy or statement regarding intellectual freedom or

freedom of expression?

Yes 18

No 5
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Table 3

of institutions surveyed have

an official policy regarding
intellectual freedom or freedom
of expression

Does the institution provide resources or support for the faculty who may be addressing such

controversial topics?

Yes

15

No

When asked about institutional policies and resources related to intellectual freedom,

most respondents believed their institutions had relevant policies and resources. Frequent

resources mentioned by respondents included staff and faculty associations, research and

travel funding, and teaching and learning centers.

Table 4

Does the institution provide any ongoing programming or events related fto intellectual freedom?

Yes

12

No

11
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Not all institutions provide ongoing programming about intellectual freedom, but the
institutions that do host guest speakers, Banned Book Week events, and intellectual freedom

awards.

When asked to provide open-ended information on the teaching of intellectual freedom
in their programs, several themes emerged in the respondents answers: uncertainty around the
current U.S. administration, reliance on the ALA Office of Intellectual Freedom as
standard-setters, and that intellectual freedom is core to the profession and interwoven through

curricula, even if courses that cover intellectual freedom are not necessarily required.

Table 5

To what extent is intellectual freedom discussed in terms of its application to the profession?

Central to the Curriculum 8
Covered in Depth 10
Briefly Discussed 1

Total 19




Surveying Intellectual Freedom

Table 6

12

To what extent is intellectual
freedom discussed in terms of its
application to the profession?

<1% 52%
Briefly Covered in
Discussed Depth

42%

Central to the
Curriculum

What topics related to intellectual freedom are covered in your program? (choose all that apply)

Topic Count
Censorship 16
Privacy and Data Protection 15
Freedom of Expression 13
Access to Information 18
Ethical issues in information management 13
Intellectual property 13
First Amendment in American libraries 16
The ALA Library Bill of Rights 16
Banned Books Week 14
Selection policies 14
Reconsideration policies 13
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Topic Count
Software in libraries 13
Case studies of legal action related to libraries 11
FOIA requests 8
Relevant state and federal laws 15
Other (please specify) 3

Most respondents felt that intellectual freedom was covered in depth, if not central to the

curriculum, with only one respondent believing that intellectual freedom was only briefly

discussed in the curriculum. When asked about how various topics related to intellectual

freedom are covered in the curriculum, the most frequently addressed topics included access to

information, censorship, the First Amendment, and the ALA Bill of Rights. The least-addressed

topic was Freedom of Information Act requests. Other topics raised by respondents include

Indigenous perspectives on intellectual freedom and Canadian perspectives on intellectual

freedom.

Table 7

How do students engage with real-world issues related to intellectual freedom?

Answer Count
Case studies of controversial censorship 13
Guest speakers 11
Practical experience 12
Research 10
Other (please specify) 5




Surveying Intellectual Freedom 14

How do students engage with
real-world issues related to
intellectual freedom?

Ll

B Research

Practical experience
Guest speakers

Studies of controversial
censorship

I other

Case studies, guest speakers, practical experience, and research were all used often by
LIS educators to engage students with real-world issues related to intellectual freedom. Other
techniques included author and librarian presentations, selection policy reviews, and mock

challenge response assignments.
Table 8

Are students assessed on their understanding of intellectual freedom?

Yes 14

No 4
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The majority of respondents assessed students on their understanding of intellectual
freedom, with forms of assessment including: course papers, ePortfolios, hands-on challenge

toolkit projects, class discussions, presentations, and podcasts.

Interviews

After our survey closed, we contacted 27 respondents who volunteered for a follow-up
interview to provide deeper insight into intellectual freedom instruction in their programs.
Participants indicated their willingness by providing contact information in the survey. From this
pool, we assigned each team member a group of individuals to contact and interview. These
interviews were conducted in May and were used to supplement and contextualize the survey
findings.

Interviews followed a standardized set of questions (see Appendix C), focusing on topics
such as the visibility of intellectual freedom in program curricula, the institutional and faculty
support available, supplemental resources, and any barriers or resistance encountered when
teaching intellectual freedom. All interviews were recorded for internal analysis and responses

have been anonymized or aggregated in this report.

Interview Findings

We conducted 16 interviews that reinforced and expanded upon several key themes
identified in the survey data:

Intellectual Freedom Is Often Present But Not Prominent. \While many programs
consider intellectual freedom a value embedded throughout the curriculum, few institutions list it
as a core or explicit learning outcome. Faculty often integrate the concept into broader topics
like ethics, collection development, or foundations of librarianship rather than teaching it as a

standalone or required course.
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Course Availability and Regularity Varies: Several participants noted that while
courses covering intellectual freedom exist, they are often electives and may not be offered
every academic year. This variability can limit consistent student exposure to the topic.

Barriers to Integration Are Significant. Common barriers include time constraints
within the curriculum, lack of faculty capacity or subject expertise, and concerns about potential
backlash from students, administration, or the public. Some interviewees expressed hesitation
about dedicating course time to controversial topics, especially in politically charged climates.

Lack of Institutional Prioritization: Some faculty indicated that their institutions do not
prioritize intellectual freedom as a curricular focus, leaving individual instructors to champion the
topic on their own. This decentralized approach results in uneven instruction across programs.

Faculty Expertise and Initiative Matter. In programs where intellectual freedom is
covered more robustly, it is often due to individual faculty who have professional experience with
related challenges, such as censorship or policy development, and who make a deliberate effort
to include it in their teaching.

Overall, the interviews suggest that while intellectual freedom is recognized as important
within the profession, structural and cultural challenges continue to limit its consistent and

comprehensive inclusion in LIS curricula.

Delivery of Project Materials

During the final stage of our project, we developed a list of tasks to complete: create a
standard design for print materials, clean up and analyze survey data, draft a final report, and
create an infographic handout. Team members volunteered to manage different tasks, and
everyone worked collaboratively in Google Docs and in team meetings to create the final
deliverables: a poster, an infographic bookmark to hand out to attendees, and a final report.

Claire Kelley created the infographics included in this paper based on the survey data and
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designed the poster and bookmark using Adobe InDesign. Team F will present our findings at a

poster session at the ALA Annual Conference in Philadelphia on June 28th, 2025.

Literature Review

Intellectual freedom is a core value in Library and Information Science education, and
the subject is integral to the courses and curricula that prepare students to uphold and protect
access to information in a democratic society. In Book Banning in 21st Century America, Emily
Knox, Interim Dean and Professor at the University of lllinois at Urbana-Champaign, has written
about the philosophical and cultural underpinnings of censorship—particularly the motivations
behind book challenges (Knox, 2015). Her work demonstrates the need for MLIS programs to
prepare future library professionals with tools to navigate controversies related to censorship in
libraries and schools.

Shannon M. Oltmann, Associate Professor in the School of Library Science in the
University of Kentucky College of Communication and Information, writes about the variability in
how intellectual freedom is defended in practice a public, school, and academic libraries,
revealing that while intellectual freedom is widely valued, its application is inconsistent
(Oltmann, 2016; Oltmann, 2021). In her conclusion of a study on librarians in academic
settings, she found that “the majority of respondents indicated that staff training did not include
intellectual freedom. The reasons for this are unclear, but, at a minimum, it means that library
staff may be unprepared to explain and defend intellectual freedom within the academic library”
(Oltmann, 2019, p. 399). This illustrates the gap in professional preparedness due to the
absence of intellectual freedom training, highlighting the need to address it at the MLIS level.

James LaRue, former director of the American Library Association’s Office for
Intellectual Freedom, has contributed a practical perspective from the frontlines. In The New
Inquisition: Understanding and Managing Intellectual Freedom Challenges, LaRue emphasizes

proactive engagement with communities to address censorship challenges. He calls for
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librarians to assume active roles in every library function, from collection development to
community outreach, in order to build trust and uphold intellectual freedom (LaRue, 2007).
LaRue’s book is particularly useful for MLIS programs aiming to prepare students for real-world
challenges related to intellectual freedom.

Martin Garnar, co-author of the frequently adopted Intellectual Freedom Manual, is a
Reference Services Librarian and Professor of Library Science at Regis University in Denver.
This book references key ALA documents including the Library Bill of Rights, the Code of Ethics
of the ALA, offers guidelines for librarians on how to create an Intellectual Freedom Statement,
and real-world scenarios involving material challenges, censorship, privacy, and access to
information (Garnar, 2021). Toni Samek, Professor and former Chair at the School of Library
and Information Studies, University of Alberta, advocates for a socially responsible and ethically
grounded framework for intellectual freedom education (Samek, 2001). She brings a critical lens
to the discussion, emphasizing the intersection of intellectual freedom with human rights and
social justice (Samek, 2007).

Finally, books like Protecting Intellectual Freedom and Privacy in Your School Library by
Helen R. Adams and Intellectual Freedom Issues in School Libraries by April M. Dawkins
provide practical guidance on upholding intellectual freedom in educational settings (Adams,

2013; Dawkins, 2017).

Takeaways

Reflection on Data

There were several common themes found between the survey data and interview
responses. First, both survey and interview respondents noted that intellectual freedom is
present, but not necessarily central, to LIS curriculum in their graduate programs. The amount

of intellectual freedom instruction and the topics that are covered in intellectual freedom
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instruction vary widely between institutions. Faculty and program directors at many institutions
noted that intellectual freedom is not often taught as a standalone course, but is instead taught
through other topics such as collection development or the fundamentals of librarianship.

Another common theme was barriers to offering intellectual freedom instruction,
especially standalone courses on the topic. Respondents noted that lack of time in the
curriculum, lack of experience, and hesitancy to teach controversial topics were common
barriers.

The third common theme was that many institutions adopt a decentralized approach to
intellectual freedom instruction. The incorporation of intellectual freedom instruction in the
curriculum is highly dependent on faculty interest and expertise. Many institutions do not include
intellectual freedom instruction as an explicit program goal.

Political uncertainty was the final common theme in both survey and interview

responses.

Constraints

After closing our survey and receiving feedback on the survey instrument, we identified
several factors that affected our survey data. We were constrained by the limited number of
completed surveys we received. Only 23 out of a possible 88 ALA and AASL-accredited
programs had representatives respond to the survey. We were also constrained by the limited
time frame in which we had to develop and distribute the survey and analyze the data from the
surveys and interviews.

Additionally, we received feedback that faculty felt the survey was more tailored to
program directors instead of program faculty. This made faculty more likely to not complete the
survey or leave questions blank. In future iterations of this survey, we would use questions that
are more specific to individual professors and their courses, or develop a survey specifically for

faculty. Survey respondents also gave feedback that the vocabulary we used in our survey did
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not reflect the way that they talked about intellectual freedom in their classes. For example,
faculty may teach intellectual freedom concepts without using the phrase “intellectual freedom.”

Our survey did not necessarily capture these instances of intellectual freedom instruction.

Next Steps

Our next steps as a team are to share our report, poster, and findings with the Office for
Intellectual Freedom and the Intellectual Freedom Round Table.

During this survey process, several future research areas and next steps were identified.
A larger percentage of respondents encompassing a higher majority of accredited institutions
would be required to have more consistent findings. Revising the survey and circulating it to
more faculty in graduate programs could help capture a larger pool of respondents. Due to the
limited time and scope of our research, we were only able to survey program directors and
some faculty, but it would be beneficial to also survey practicing librarians and library staff to
determine their feelings on how they were prepared in their graduate programs.

We are also aware that certain areas of librarianship approach and interact with
intellectual freedom in different ways. Future research could explore how specific populations of
librarians are affected by intellectual freedom instruction and concerns. Other future research
could consider how intellectual freedom education varies regionally and how the political climate

of an area affects intellectual freedom instruction.
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Appendix A
IFRT Project Description - EL25

Project Title: Surveying Intellectual Freedom, Privacy, and Right-to-Read Education in
ALA-Accredited Programs

Unit/Organization Submitting Proposal: Intellectual Freedom Round Table

Project Description: To evaluate the current state of education on intellectual freedom, privacy,
and “right to read” education across ALA-accredited library science graduate programs.

Expected Goals and Outcomes: The goal is to identify gaps and strengths within curricula and
provide recommendations for enhancing these core areas. Findings will be communicated to
IFRT, OIF, and COA, to help guide future policy and practice.

Methodology: A group will design and distribute a targeted survey for faculty and
administrators of ALA-accredited library programs. Survey questions will focus on: Intellectual
freedom topics covered in coursework, including legal issues and professional ethics Courses,
resources, or training on preserving user privacy Courses, resources or training on the “right to
read.” Gaps in resources or materials on these topics.

Expected Outcomes: The project will create a report summarizing findings and suggesting
curricular improvements. Recommendations will aim to inform ALA’s support initiatives, inform
continuing education offerings and provide guidance to library science educators.

Next steps for this project:
1. Appoint a Team Lead: Responsible for overseeing progress, organizing meetings, and
liaising with ALA contacts.
2. Appoint a Survey Design Specialist: Develops survey questions, ensuring alignment with
project goals.
3. Appoint a Data Analyst: Interprets survey responses and drafts the final report.

How does the organization intend to incorporate this project?: This project supports ALA’s
mission by enhancing LIS education, aligns with ALA's focus on intellectual freedom, and
leverages collaboration within a small, engaged team. The project will be completed in six
months through virtual collaboration and presented at the Emerging Leaders poster session.
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Appendix B

Survey on Intellectual Freedom in ALA/AASL Accredited Programs.

Survey Introduction

Study Title: Understanding the Current Landscape of Intellectual Freedom Instruction in
ALA/AASL-accredited programs

Researchers: CJ Garcia, Ameriki Somers, Claire Kelley, Tristan Draper, and Victoria Freeny

We’'re inviting you to take a survey for research. Participation is voluntary and you may
discontinue the survey at any time. By completing the survey, you consent to participate in the
study. Responses may be publicized in an anonymous and/or aggregated form.

The purpose of this research is to understand the current landscape of intellectual freedom
education for librarians and ultimately to inform future directions and best practices in
intellectual freedom instruction.

The survey will ask you questions about how your program teaches intellectual freedom,
including what courses teach intellectual freedom concepts. We will also ask you for details
about each relevant course, including descriptions, breadth of coverage, course materials,
learning objectives, covered topics, and assessment techniques.

We are also looking for respondents who are willing to participate in an optional follow-up
interview. If you are interested, please provide your name and email address at the end of the
survey. There are no identified risks or personal benefits to participation in the study, however
the research project may help the field of librarianship develop stronger intellectual freedom
education in the future. Responses may be publicized in an anonymous and/or aggregated
form.

The survey should take approximately 15 minutes to complete. There are no costs for
participation in the study. Respondents will not be compensated.

De-identified data (all identifying information removed) may be shared with other researchers.
You won'’t be told specific details about these future studies. There are no conflicts of interest
identified with the authors of this study. Your participation is completely voluntary and you can
withdraw at any time. By completing the survey, you are consenting to the study and affirming
that you are at least 18 years old.

For questions about the research, please contact cjgarcia@creighton.edu.
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| affirm that | am 18 years old and understand the purpose and use of the study and any

data | provide. (1)

| do not wish to be a part of this survey/research study. (2)

Respondent Information

Which ALA/AASL Accredited Program are you answering for?

What is your role at the institution/program?

Faculty (1)

Administrator (2)

Staff (3)

Other (please specify) (4)

Q3 Would you be willing to speak with us further after this survey is complete?

Yes (1)

No (2)

Q4 Name and preferred email (optional)
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Course Requirements Information

Q5 How many courses in the curriculum explicitly address intellectual freedom?

Q6 Please list the course titles and descriptions if possible.

Q7 Which of these courses are required, if any?

Q8 Are there other courses in your program that address intellectual freedom?

yes (1)

No (2)

Q9 If yes, which courses cover the concept and to what extent?

Institutional Climate, Policy, and Support

Q20 Does your institution have an official policy or statement regarding intellectual freedom or
freedom of expression?

Yes (1)
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No (2)

Q21 If yes, please provide a brief description or a link to the policy.

Q22 Does the institution provide resources or support the faculty who may be addressing such
controversial topics?

Yes (1)

No (2)

Q23 If yes, what types of resources or support are available?

Q24 Does the institution provide any ongoing programming or events related to intellectual
freedom?

Yes (1)

No (2)

Q26 If yes, please describe.

Q27 Is there any other information you would like to provide regarding your program's coverage
of intellectual freedom?
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Course Content (section repeats up to 4 times)

Q10 Does the term "intellectual freedom" appear in the official course description?

Yes (1)

No (2)

Q12 If yes, please list the course title and description.

Q13 To what extent is intellectual freedom discussed in terms of its application to the
profession?

Not discussed (1)

Briefly discussed (2)

Covered in depth (3)

Central to the Curriculum (4)

Q14 Does the course use a specific textbook or materials? If so, please list them.

Q15 What are the course learning objectives?

29
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Q16 Which topics related to intellectual freedom are covered in your program? (Select all that
apply)

Censorship (1)

Privacy and Data Protection (2)

Freedom of Expression (3)

Access to Information (4)

Ethical Issues in Information Management (5)

Intellectual Property (6)

First Amendment in American Libraries (7)

The ALA Library Bill of Rights (8)

Banned Books Weeks (9)

Selection Policies (10)

Reconsideration Policies (11)

Software in Libraries (12)

Case Studies of Legal Action Related to Libraries (13)
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FOIA Requests (14)

Relevant State and Federal Laws (15)

Other (please specify) (16)

Q17 How do students engage with real-world issues related to intellectual freedom? (Select all
that apply)

Case Studies of Controversial Censorship (1)

Guest Speakers (2)

Practical Experience (3)

Research (4)

Other (please specify) (5)

Q18 Are students assessed on their understanding of intellectual freedom?

Yes (1)

No (2)

Q19 If yes, how is this assessment conducted?
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Q20 Do you have additional courses related to Intellectual freedom?

Yes (1)

No (2)

32
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Appendix C
Interview Questions

Thank you for agreeing to answer additional questions about your ALA/AASL-accredited
Program.

Can I just confirm your name and institution and the courses you teach or your role at
the university? (optional)

The purpose of this research is to understand the current landscape of intellectual
freedom education for librarians and ultimately to inform future directions and best
practices in intellectual freedom instruction.

As this is an ALA Emerging Leaders project, our research will be presented this
upcoming June at the ALA annual conference and we’re working on this project at the
direction of the Office of Intellectual Freedom.

Just a reminder that this interview will be recorded for data collection. Responses may
be publicized in an anonymous or aggregated form.

Is it okay if | record this conversation?

Course Visibility
e Is intellectual freedom identified as a key learning outcome for students?
(Yes/No)
o If yes: please specify

Faculty & Institutional Support
e Do you have specific expertise, training or first hand experience in intellectual
freedom concerns that informs your teaching? (yes/no)
o If yes: Please describe
e Do you consider intellectual freedom to be a priority area for the curriculum of
your institution?

Resources
e Are there any supplemental resources that you draw from for your syllabus on
the topic of intellectual freedom — colleagues, experts in the field, academic
literature, electronic resources, texts.
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Challenges and Gaps
e Do you feel that intellectual freedom is adequately covered in your program?

(yes/no)
o If no: what improvements would you recommend?
e What challenges do you face in teaching intellectual freedom within your

program?

Barriers to Teaching Intellectual Freedom
e Are there any barriers to teaching intellectual freedom in your program? (yes/no)
o If yes: what are the main obstacles? (lack of resources, time constraints.
Administrative challenges, etc.)
e Is there any resistance to teaching intellectual freedom within your program or
institution?
o If yes: what forms of resistance have been encountered?
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