
Resolution in Defense of the Right to Engage in Political Boycotts 

Whereas, the U.S. Supreme Court has determined that political boycotts are protected by the 

First Amendment;1 and 

Whereas, a political boycott was instrumental in the founding of the United States of America; 

and  

Whereas, political boycotts—with some support from the American Library Association (ALA)— 

were crucial for the successes of such movements as the civil rights movement in the U.S., the 

international movement against apartheid in South Africa, and the struggle for LGBTQ rights in 

the United States;2 and 

Whereas, many states have adopted legislation and many federal bills have been introduced in 

Congress that would penalize or condone state penalization of individuals, organizations, and 

companies participating in boycotts of Israel for political change;3 and  

Whereas, Texas has passed copycat legislation that prohibits governmental entities from 

contracting with companies that boycott energy companies, and similar copycat legislation has 

been introduced in other states;4 and 

Whereas, Texas and Oklahoma have passed copycat legislation that prohibits governmental 

entities from contracting with any company that “discriminates” against the firearm and 

ammunition industries, and similar copycat legislation has been introduced in several other 

states;5 and 

Whereas, members of ALA have identified RFPs and/or contracts for over 170 library-related 

projects that include state-mandated pledges the contractor does not and will not boycott 

Israel, as well as a number of library-related RFPs that include state-mandated pledges the 

contractor does not and will not boycott energy companies, a firearm entity, or a firearm trade 

association; 6 and  

Whereas, federal courts in several states have ruled that state laws penalizing individuals and 

companies that participate in boycotts of Israel for political change violate the First 

Amendment;7 and  

Whereas, the anti-boycott legislation described in this resolution represents an assault on free 

speech; and 

Whereas, ALA opposes loyalty oaths as a condition of employment;8 and  

Whereas, although ALA does not currently endorse or oppose any of the boycotts targeted by 

recent and proposed anti-boycott legislation, it “opposes any use of governmental prerogative 

that leads to intimidation of individuals that prevents them from exercising their rights to hold 



opinions without interference, and to seek, receive, and impart information and ideas;” it urges 

“libraries and librarians everywhere to resist such abuse of governmental power, and to 

support those against whom such governmental power has been employed;” it “rejects 

censorship in any form;” and it pledges it “will not abrogate these principles;”9 now therefore 

be it 

Resolved, that the American Library Association on behalf of its members opposes all  

legislation that would penalize or condone the penalization of individuals, organizations, or 

companies engaged in nonviolent boycotts for political change. 

Mover: Tom Twiss 

Seconder: Al Kagan 
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