
 

Dakota County Library Advisory Committee 
Date: November 13, 2025 Galaxie Library 5:30pm   

Call to Order  

Public Comments  

a. Citizen Comment sent to the Library Advisory Committee 
All meetings of the Library Advisory Committee are open to anyone who may wish to 
observe the proceedings. Individuals who wish to address the Committee on an issue 
pertaining to the library will be given the opportunity during the public comment 
period.   

Consent Agenda 

a. Approval of the September meeting minutes 
b. Statistical Reports 

iLab & Library Technology  

a. Manager of IT Department Shawn Foster-Hout  

Galaxie Library  

a. Report from Branch Manager Tyler Williams 

Request for Reconsideration of Materials 

a. The Holocaust by Clara MacCarald  



Committee Officers 

2026 Workplan Recap 

Directors Report  

Updates from Committee Members 

Adjournment 

 

Next Meeting 

January 8, 2026 

Robert Trail Library 

Rosemount 

 

 



Meeting Minutes: Dakota County Library Advisory 
Committee  
Date: 09/11/2025 
Time: 5:30pm 
Minutes prepared by: Chrissy Harrington 
Location: Farmington Library 

Attendance: 

• Mary Janice Alongi District 1
• Robin Cerio District 3
• Kari Cahn District 4
• Lee Knutson District 5
• Patricia Schoenecker District 7
• Jennifer Reichert Simpson Deputy Director
• Heather Stephenson Assistant Library Director
• Russel Cogar Collections Manager
• Julie Dorn Materials Selection Manager
• Barbara Svoboda Farmington Branch Manager
• Chrissy Harrington Sr Library Administration
• Andrew Kirsch Member of the Public
• Kevin Hendricks Member of the Public

Call to Oder: 

• The meeting was called to order by Robin Cerio at 5:37pm
• No public comments were made

Consent Agenda 

• The Consent agenda from July 10, 2025, meeting was approved unanimously



• Robin shared that the request for reconsideration on the agenda were withdrawn by the
member of the public who submitted them. Since they were withdrawn the committee will not
be discussing the request and the agenda needed to update. Kari motioned to remove the
request for consideration from the agenda and Mary Janice second and the committee voted to
unanimously to approve the updated agenda.

Farmington Library: Barbara Svoboda Branch Manager  

• Author Allen Eskens launched his book titled Quite Librarian, which reference the Farmington
Library, at the Farmington Library in February 2025 where 130 people attend

• Farmington Library Summer Discovery Program was a huge success this year thanks to the
effort of the Youth Librarian

• Participation in the Summer Discover Program was up 28 percent this year from last year
• 44 percent of the participants finished the Summer Discovery Program this year
• Sixteen teen volunteers this year at the library that had a combined 197 hours
• The Adult/Teen Librarian has launched a coding class for teens with the portable IT iLab, this

program has been very successful
• The Adult/Teen Librarian has had a successful monthly Dungeons and Dragons group of older

teens participation
• Barb Svoboda teaches a basic sewing class once a month and it has been very successful
• Farmington’s Top the Tatar citywide festival was a huge success this year, the library saw an

increase of new people that visited the library
• Farmington Library was in the Top the Tater parade
• The Farmington City Parks and Recreation hosts the 7th annual Geocaching event
• 596 people participated in the treasure hunt within the 27 city parks that are located within the

City of Farmington
• Farmington is growing at a fast pace, there is 56 different languages spoken in households in

the Farmington area
• Farmington Library is the most Southern Library within the Dakota Library System

Annual Work Plan 

• The committee members discussed the 2026 Annual Work Plan
• Committee members shared that the activities of the 2025 work plan remain relevant for 2026
• The committee members asked to discess iLab and other library technology in 2026
• The workplan will go to the Dakota County Board of Commissioners in December



Director’s Report    

• The Library expects to take a budget reduction 2026. Proposed reductions include the library 
collection, technology and substitute budget  

• The library staff has been kept update on the progress of the 2026 budget 
• The County Commissioners will vote on the final budget in December 
• November 3rd, 2025, is the last day for the notice and renewal phone line  
• The current system doesn’t meet network security standards and ending the phone line is a 

cost savings 
• A postcard went out to 7,000 patrons who still use the renewal phone line to let them know 

that this service will no longer be available. Over half of those patrons have an email in their 
account  

• Staff will still help update accounts and sign people up for email addresses  
• Starting September 15th, 2025, patrons will be able to opt into saving two years of check out 

history 
• Starting September 22nd, 2025, nine out of ten locations will offer Free Naloxone and Fentanyl 

Test Strips at all 9 locations. The Wentworth Library will offer Free Naloxone and Fentanyl Test 
Strips once the library is back open after the remodel  

• Dakota County Public Health provided an introductory training for library staff on how to 
distribute the Naloxone and Fentanyl Test Strips  

• Summer Discovery wrapped up and it was a huge success this year final number are being 
verified  

• The Burnhaven Library renovation is on schedule. Construction is projected to start in Spring of 
2026. The Burnhaven Library will have a temporary location  

• The Wentworth Library renovation is on schedule and should reopen in Spring of 2026 
• The Library received a Toro grant to improve the outdoor area around the library  

 

Updates from Committee Members   

• Kari Cahn said that the road construction on Highway 3 (Robert Trail) has been completed the 
road is now open and the roundabout has been a welcome addition to the traffic flow 

Adjournment   

• Meeting ended at 6:43pm 



Adjournment/Next Meeting 

Date:  November 13, 2025 
Time: 5:30pm 
Location: Galaxie Library- Apple Valley     
  







































Hello  

Thank you for asking for your two points of clarification regarding in the Library’s Review 
Committee’s response to your two Request for Reconsideration of Material Submissions. 

What is “careful consideration”?   

At Dakota County Library, “careful consideration” is a continuous process extending beyond the 
moment a title is selected where checks and balances are strategically placed.   

• Our selection process includes reading available reviews from credible review sources, 
content, age appropriateness, pricing, format, subject availability in our current collection 
and other criteria addressed in our Materials Selection Policy. 
 

•  Dakota County Library used a review from School Library Journal,  a longstanding 
creditable review source for both school and public libraries.  Professional journals do not 
review every book, and many books receive only one review, and some books no review 
at all. 
  

• Acquisitions and Cataloging Department staff, with education and experience, review and 
catalog materials into an assigned Dewey Classification numbers to fit into our existing 
collections by subject manner. 
  

• Dakota County Library’s Public Service Team Members provide an informal review of 
new materials upon arrival at our ten branch locations.  Public Service Team Members 
browse these new materials and will notice discrepancies between the Dewey 
classification of an item compared to similar items or question the placement of a title 
due to content or audience level.  Questions can be raised at any time and the Selection 
Team will review items thoroughly and discuss if a change is needed. 
 

The Library Review Committee discussed age appropriateness, book format, subject 
availability and locating this each title within the Dakota County Library collection. 

The Holocaust by MacCarald  

• Reviews Sources for Age, Interest and Reading Levels   
o Dakota County Library’s Juvenile Non-Fiction, where the book is currently 

located, serves audiences from ages 5 to 12 which reflects grades kindergarten 
to grade 6. 
 



o The reading level on the book states Grades 5 – 6, School Library Journal’s 
review states that the series is intended for Grades 5 – 9, and the World 
Catalog states this title is appropriate for Grades 4 – 6. 

 
o Students and families in this age group are seeking material like this in part 

due to schoolwork. Minnesota curriculum standards require Holocaust and 
genocide education in middle school and high school. For reference, Dakota 
County’s middle schools usually are grades 6 to 8 and in ISD 197 & ISD 200 
are grades 5 to 8. 

 
o The Committee recognizes the realities of the Holocaust were horrific.  The 

image and text you reference acknowledge the gravity of the genocide.  This 
title addresses a very specific topic, housed with other titles on this historical 
event.   

 
• A book that some families wish to have access to. 

o The Holocaust is presented with 48 pages and large type print which attracts 
younger audiences and would not necessarily appeal to tweens, teen or adult 
audiences whether it is in the Library’s Teen Collection, the Juvenile Non-
Fiction Collections or the Adult Non-Fiction Collection.  The title’s language 
and format are elementary. 
 

o Public Libraries’ (including Dakota County Library) Teen Collections contain 
materials that focus on teen trends, happenings, and culture and not 
necessarily homework-related subject matters.  Dakota County Library 
customers with youth and homework-related subjects may not want their 
school-age 6th grader looking for this title in the Teen Collection or Adult 
Collections with more mature content. 
 

o The Review Committee considered your suggestion to relocate this title to 
another location in our collection.  Relocating this title would limit access to 
our Dakota County customers who would only browse the collection and not 
necessarily use the catalog and/or ask a staff member for assistance.   

 

You asked to clarify in what way Minnesota Statute 134.51 was found by the Committee to 
be relevant to my request.   

• The Review Committee determined that Minnesota Statute 134.51 was relevant to your 
relocation request for both titles, because these two titles would have their access to 
Dakota County Library customers limited if relocated to other collections.   



 

If the Review Committee’s response is not to your satisfaction, you may request a 
reconsideration of the Review Committee’s decision to appeal to the Library Advisory 
Committee. The appeal must be received at least 14 days prior to the next Advisory Committee 
meeting.  The next Library Advisory Committee meeting is scheduled on Thursday, September 
11 at 5:30pm at the Farmington Library. 

Thank you, again, for your questions and your interest in Dakota County Library’s collections. 

Sincerely, 

Russ Cogar 



Appeal to the Library Advisory Committee regarding the book The Holocaust 

           October 2025 

 

I made a request for reconsideration regarding the location of the book The Holocaust by Clara 
MacDonald, asking that it be relocated from the children’s section to another section of the Dakota 
County libraries in which it is held (Kaposia, Heritage).  The Library Review Board rejected my 
request, citing five reasons. I want to recap and then address each of them, offering additional 
findings that justify a reversal of the Board’s decision. 

1. The publisher rates the reading level as grades 5-6 and two sources state the intended level as 
being as low as 4th grade and as high as 9th grade. Minnesota curriculum standards require that 
the topic be covered as early as grades 6 through 8, which means that students of those grades, 
and their parents, may seek this book for their schoolwork. 

Purely on the basis of reading level and standards, either the teen or children’s collections 
would match these reference points, so this certainly doesn’t rule out my request. However, 
it is important to note that these facts do not, in any way demonstrate that this particular 
book is age-appropriate, which is the basis of my request. They only indicate that the book’s 
target audience was middle and high school students (who are mostly teens). Standards 
only indicate what should be covered and are not a carte blanche for any possible 
treatment of that subject.  Reading level does not rule out a “high-low” book such as The 
Color Purple which, according to the website weareteachers.com/reading-levels/, is written 
at a fourth-grade level, yet “most people would agree isn’t right for fourth graders.”  As long 
as the book is available to middle and high school students in the teen section, this first 
reason provides no real justification for leaving it in the children’s section where this book 
can easily be browsed and read by eight- or nine-year-old readers or where an even younger 
child can be distressed by the brutal photo it contains. 

2. The Holocaust is horrific; therefore, we should expect a book about it to reflect this. 

Indeed, it is too horrific for words, but is this suggesting that there is no way to talk about the 
Holocaust without showing pictures of corpses and using explicit language about using 
exhaust fumes to kill people?  If so, then the Library System ought to consider the 
Remember the Children exhibit at the United States Holocaust Memorial Museum (a 
portion can be viewed on the museum’s website).  This exhibit is for 4th grade and up, so it’s 
similar to the target audience of the book in question. It emphasizes the humanity of Daniel 
(a composite), his family and his community.  In the audio track of this children’s exhibit, the 
oppression of the Jews by the Nazis is described in general terms but no mention of lining 
up people to be shot, gassing people to death, doing cruel experiments, huge piles of 
corpses, survivors who looked like skeletons, nor sounds of gunshots or tortured screams.  
In the visual portions of the exhibit there is not a single photo of a corpse.  Why? Because 
the exhibit is intended for children.  (Are parents free to take their children to the more 
mature exhibits if they feel they are ready for the content? Of course.)  



When I spoke to Mr. Wiley Jones from the staff at that museum, he said that while there are 
some graphic parts in the exhibits intended for adults, they make an effort to avoid graphic 
displays. I consider that these experts have properly discerned that an emphasis on 
humanity rather than on horror is the best way to engage the compassion of others, 
especially of children. There is no good reason not to take the same approach to the 
Holocaust in the children’s collections our Dakota County Libraries.   

3. The book may not appeal to teens, and the teen collection (apparently) does not contain much 
in the way of homework-related subjects. 

Per the online catalog of our Library System, there are 259 items in the teen section related 
to history, which would qualify as homework-related. In fact, that collection includes copies 
of The Librarian of Auschwitz and A Rebel in Auschwitz, so the book in question would fit in 
just fine with what is already there.  I would also point out that if “may not appeal” is to be 
considered a compelling reason to avoid placing a book in a collection, then how many 
other books would fail that test? Citing these reasons to reject my request would be a very 
selective use of these criteria.  

4. “The Holocaust is presented with 48 pages and large type print which attracts younger 
audiences … The title’s language and format are elementary.”   

The fact that the large print is designed to “attract younger readers” is only further evidence 
that this book’s current location is gravely problematic. Is the font size and vocabulary to be 
the primary and defining criterion for location of a book? Should that put ahead of its 
content?  What subject matter, if not this one, would be age-inappropriate if it is sufficient 
to argue that format and language are enough to justify its mature content? It seems to me 
that the Library System needs to own its responsibility to make sure that children who 
browse their collection are kept safe from these traumatic subjects and images because 
they are not age-appropriate. The admission that this book is composed so as to attract 
younger readers, despite its more mature content, only increases the urgency of my 
request.   

5. Relocating would limit access to customers who only browse the collection and not necessarily 
use the catalog or ask a staff member. 

Is the Library System really saying that patrons aren’t expected to need the catalog and/or 
the staff to find what they are looking for? Aren’t these among the core elements of any 
library and a central element of what we pay for in a library?  There are many reasons why a 
middle or high school student might need the help of staff or catalog to find good content 
on The Holocaust, and I expect that staff would consider it their duty and privilege to teach 
that student how to use these core resources for a lifetime of access to information, but in 
this case, we are being asked to believe that the use of catalogs and staff are a limit to 
access rather than a core resource. 

In summary, the reasons cited by the Library Board in its rejection of my request for relocation are 
easily answerable and the requested remedy almost effortless.  I am asking that the Library 



Advisory Committee vote to override the Board’s initial decision and avoid a protracted controversy 
over simply moving a book a few feet over from the children’s collection to the teen’s collection.   

I have it on good authority that in the past ten years, the Dakota County Library System has never 
relocated a book based on the Request for Reconsideration process.  I can think of no easier 
instance to demonstrate that this process is more than a façade and that the System, as good as it 
is, is willing to admit when it has been wrong. 

Thank you for your consideration of this matter. 





134.51 ACCESS TO LIBRARY MATERIALS AND RIGHTS PROTECTED.​

Subdivision 1. Book banning prohibited. A public library must not ban, remove, or otherwise restrict​
access to a book or other material based solely on its viewpoint or the messages, ideas, or opinions it conveys.​

Subd. 2. Definitions. (a) For purposes of this section, the terms defined in this subdivision have the​
meanings given.​

(b) "Public library" means:​

(1) a library that provides free access to all residents of a city or county, receives at least half of its​
financial support from public funds, and is organized under the provisions of this chapter, except that a​
library under this clause does not include libraries such as law, medical, or other libraries organized to serve​
a special group of persons and not the general public;​

(2) a library jointly operated by a city and a school district under section 134.195;​

(3) a school district or charter school library or media center under section 124D.991, including libraries​
operated by an intermediate school district or cooperative unit under section 123A.24, subdivision 2; or​

(4) a public higher education institution library.​

(c) "Governing body" means a group of persons that oversees the operations, budget, policies, and other​
administrative responsibilities of a regional public library system under section 134.20, subdivision 2; a​
multicounty, multitype library system under section 134.351, subdivision 4; a combination library under​
section 134.195, subdivision 7; a school library under section 124D.991, including libraries operated by an​
intermediate school district or cooperative unit under section 123A.24, subdivision 2; or any other public​
library under section 134.001, subdivision 2.​

Subd. 3. Limitations. (a) Nothing in this section limits a public library's authority to decline to purchase,​
lend, or shelve or to remove or restrict access to books or other materials legitimately based upon:​

(1) practical reasons, including but not limited to shelf space limitations, rare or antiquarian status,​
damage, or obsolescence;​

(2) legitimate pedagogical concerns, including but not limited to the appropriateness of potentially​
sensitive topics for the library's intended audience, the selection of books and materials for a curated collection,​
or the likelihood of causing a material and substantial disruption of the work and discipline of the school;​
or​

(3) compliance with state or federal law.​

(b) Nothing in this section impairs or limits the rights of a parent, guardian, or an adult student under​
section 120B.20.​

Subd. 4. Collection management. A governing body of a public library or any other public body with​
personnel authority for a public library may not discriminate against or discipline an employee for complying​
with this section.​

Subd. 5. Library materials policy. (a) A governing body of a public library must adopt a policy that​
establishes procedures for selection of, challenges to, and reconsideration of library materials in accordance​
with this section.​

Official Publication of the State of Minnesota​
Revisor of Statutes​

134.51​MINNESOTA STATUTES 2024​1​



(b) The policy must not impair or limit the rights of a parent, guardian, or adult student under section​
120B.20.​

(c) The policy must establish that the procedures for selection and reconsideration will be administered​
by:​

(1) a licensed library media specialist under Minnesota Rules, part 8710.4550;​

(2) an individual with a master's degree in library science or library and information science; or​

(3) a professional librarian or a person trained in library collection management.​

(d) Upon the completion of a content challenge or reconsideration process in accordance with the​
governing body's adopted policy, the governing body must submit a report of the challenge to the​
commissioner of education that includes:​

(1) the title, author, and other relevant identifying information about the material being challenged;​

(2) the date, time, and location of any public hearing held on the challenge in question, including minutes​
or transcripts;​

(3) the result of the challenge or reconsideration request; and​

(4) accurate and timely information on who from the governing body the Department of Education may​
contact with questions or follow-up.​

History: 2024 c 109 art 7 s 2​

Official Publication of the State of Minnesota​
Revisor of Statutes​

2​MINNESOTA STATUTES 2024​134.51​





 

a. The title, author, and other relevant identifying information about the 
material challenged.  

b. The date, time, and location of any public hearings held on the 
challenge in question, including minutes or transcripts. 

c. The result of the challenge or reconsideration request; and  
accurate and timely information on who may be contacted with 
questions. 



 

The Freedom to Read Statement 
The freedom to read is essential to our democracy. It is continuously 
under attack. Private groups and public authorities in various parts of the 
country are working to remove or limit access to reading materials, to 
censor content in schools, to label "controversial" views, to distribute lists 
of "objectionable" books or authors, and to purge libraries. These actions 
apparently rise from a view that our national tradition of free expression is 
no longer valid; that censorship and suppression are needed to counter 
threats to safety or national security, as well as to avoid the subversion of 
politics and the corruption of morals. We, as individuals devoted to reading 
and as librarians and publishers responsible for disseminating ideas, wish 
to assert the public interest in the preservation of the freedom to read. 

Most attempts at suppression rest on a denial of the fundamental premise 
of democracy: that the ordinary individual, by exercising critical judgment, 
will select the good and reject the bad. We trust Americans to recognize 
propaganda and misinformation, and to make their own decisions about 
what they read and believe. We do not believe they are prepared to 
sacrifice their heritage of a free press in order to be "protected" against 
what others think may be bad for them. We believe they still favor free 
enterprise in ideas and expression. 

These efforts at suppression are related to a larger pattern of pressures 
being brought against education, the press, art and images, films, 
broadcast media, and the Internet. The problem is not only one of actual 
censorship. The shadow of fear cast by these pressures leads, we 
suspect, to an even larger voluntary curtailment of expression by those 
who seek to avoid controversy or unwelcome scrutiny by government 
officials. 

Such pressure toward conformity is perhaps natural to a time of 
accelerated change. And yet suppression is never more dangerous than in 
such a time of social tension. Freedom has given the United States the 
elasticity to endure strain. Freedom keeps open the path of novel and 
creative solutions, and enables change to come by choice. Every silencing 
of a heresy, every enforcement of an orthodoxy, diminishes the toughness 



 

and resilience of our society and leaves it the less able to deal with 
controversy and difference. 

Now as always in our history, reading is among our greatest freedoms. 
The freedom to read and write is almost the only means for making 
generally available ideas or manners of expression that can initially 
command only a small audience. The written word is the natural medium 
for the new idea and the untried voice from which come the original 
contributions to social growth. It is essential to the extended discussion 
that serious thought requires, and to the accumulation of knowledge and 
ideas into organized collections. 

We believe that free communication is essential to the preservation of a 
free society and a creative culture. We believe that these pressures 
toward conformity present the danger of limiting the range and variety of 
inquiry and expression on which our democracy and our culture depend. 
We believe that every American community must jealously guard the 
freedom to publish and to circulate, in order to preserve its own freedom to 
read. We believe that publishers and librarians have a profound 
responsibility to give validity to that freedom to read by making it possible 
for the readers to choose freely from a variety of offerings. 

The freedom to read is guaranteed by the Constitution. Those with faith in 
free people will stand firm on these constitutional guarantees of essential 
rights and will exercise the responsibilities that accompany these rights. 

We therefore affirm these propositions: 

1. It is in the public interest for publishers and librarians to make 
available the widest diversity of views and expressions, including 
those that are unorthodox, unpopular, or considered dangerous by 
the majority. 

Creative thought is by definition new, and what is new is different. 
The bearer of every new thought is a rebel until that idea is refined 
and tested. Totalitarian systems attempt to maintain themselves in 
power by the ruthless suppression of any concept that challenges 
the established orthodoxy. The power of a democratic system to 



 

adapt to change is vastly strengthened by the freedom of its citizens 
to choose widely from among conflicting opinions offered freely to 
them. To stifle every nonconformist idea at birth would mark the end 
of the democratic process. Furthermore, only through the constant 
activity of weighing and selecting can the democratic mind attain the 
strength demanded by times like these. We need to know not only 
what we believe but why we believe it. 

2. Publishers, librarians, and booksellers do not need to endorse every 
idea or presentation they make available. It would conflict with the 
public interest for them to establish their own political, moral, or 
aesthetic views as a standard for determining what should be 
published or circulated. 

Publishers and librarians serve the educational process by helping 
to make available knowledge and ideas required for the growth of 
the mind and the increase of learning. They do not foster education 
by imposing as mentors the patterns of their own thought. The 
people should have the freedom to read and consider a broader 
range of ideas than those that may be held by any single librarian or 
publisher or government or church. It is wrong that what one can 
read should be confined to what another thinks proper. 

3. It is contrary to the public interest for publishers or librarians to bar 
access to writings on the basis of the personal history or political 
affiliations of the author. 

No art or literature can flourish if it is to be measured by the political 
views or private lives of its creators. No society of free people can 
flourish that draws up lists of writers to whom it will not listen, 
whatever they may have to say. 

4. There is no place in our society for efforts to coerce the taste of 
others, to confine adults to the reading matter deemed suitable for 
adolescents, or to inhibit the efforts of writers to achieve artistic 
expression. 



 

To some, much of modern expression is shocking. But is not much 
of life itself shocking? We cut off literature at the source if we 
prevent writers from dealing with the stuff of life. Parents and 
teachers have a responsibility to prepare the young to meet the 
diversity of experiences in life to which they will be exposed, as they 
have a responsibility to help them learn to think critically for 
themselves. These are affirmative responsibilities, not to be 
discharged simply by preventing them from reading works for which 
they are not yet prepared. In these matters values differ, and values 
cannot be legislated; nor can machinery be devised that will suit the 
demands of one group without limiting the freedom of others. 

5. It is not in the public interest to force a reader to accept the 
prejudgment of a label characterizing any expression or its author as 
subversive or dangerous. 

The ideal of labeling presupposes the existence of individuals or 
groups with wisdom to determine by authority what is good or bad 
for others. It presupposes that individuals must be directed in 
making up their minds about the ideas they examine. But Americans 
do not need others to do their thinking for them. 

6. It is the responsibility of publishers and librarians, as guardians of 
the people's freedom to read, to contest encroachments upon that 
freedom by individuals or groups seeking to impose their own 
standards or tastes upon the community at large; and by the 
government whenever it seeks to reduce or deny public access to 
public information. 

It is inevitable in the give and take of the democratic process that the 
political, the moral, or the aesthetic concepts of an individual or 
group will occasionally collide with those of another individual or 
group. In a free society individuals are free to determine for 
themselves what they wish to read, and each group is free to 
determine what it will recommend to its freely associated members. 
But no group has the right to take the law into its own hands, and to 
impose its own concept of politics or morality upon other members 



 

of a democratic society. Freedom is no freedom if it is accorded only 
to the accepted and the inoffensive. Further, democratic societies 
are more safe, free, and creative when the free flow of public 
information is not restricted by governmental prerogative or self-
censorship. 

7. It is the responsibility of publishers and librarians to give full 
meaning to the freedom to read by providing books that enrich the 
quality and diversity of thought and expression. By the exercise of 
this affirmative responsibility, they can demonstrate that the answer 
to a "bad" book is a good one, the answer to a "bad" idea is a good 
one. 

The freedom to read is of little consequence when the reader cannot 
obtain matter fit for that reader's purpose. What is needed is not only 
the absence of restraint, but the positive provision of opportunity for 
the people to read the best that has been thought and said. Books 
are the major channel by which the intellectual inheritance is handed 
down, and the principal means of its testing and growth. The 
defense of the freedom to read requires of all publishers and 
librarians the utmost of their faculties, and deserves of all Americans 
the fullest of their support. 

We state these propositions neither lightly nor as easy generalizations. We 
here stake out a lofty claim for the value of the written word. We do so 
because we believe that it is possessed of enormous variety and 
usefulness, worthy of cherishing and keeping free. We realize that the 
application of these propositions may mean the dissemination of ideas and 
manners of expression that are repugnant to many persons. We do not 
state these propositions in the comfortable belief that what people read is 
unimportant. We believe rather that what people read is deeply important; 
that ideas can be dangerous; but that the suppression of ideas is fatal to a 
democratic society. Freedom itself is a dangerous way of life, but it is ours. 

 



 

This statement was originally issued in May of 1953 by the Westchester 
Conference of the American Library Association and the American Book 
Publishers Council, which in 1970 consolidated with the American 
Educational Publishers Institute to become the Association of American 
Publishers. 

Adopted June 25, 1953, by the ALA Council and the AAP Freedom to 
Read Committee; amended January 28, 1972; January 16, 1991; July 12, 
2000; June 30, 2004. 

A Joint Statement by: 

American Library Association 
Association of American Publishers 

Subsequently endorsed by: 

American Booksellers for Free Expression 
The Association of American University Presses 
The Children's Book Council 
Freedom to Read Foundation 
National Association of College Stores 
National Coalition Against Censorship 
National Council of Teachers of English 
The Thomas Jefferson Center for the Protection of Free Expression 

 









Library Advisory Committee 
2025 Work Plan 

The Library Advisory Committee provides citizen perspective in the development and provision of library services to county residents. 

A Great Place to Live Engage customers in 
experiences which support 
growth and learning 

• Share community input to enhance
library services

• Event attendance
• Summer Discovery participation
• Active library borrowers
• Percent rating the library as good or

excellent

Q1−4 

A Great Place to Live Achieve greater community 
awareness of the value of 
the library 

• Promote library news, services, and
events to networks

• Event attendance
• Summer Discovery participation
• Active library users
• Followers on social media

Q1−4 

A Great Place to Live Provide responsibly 
designed innovative 
spaces and technologies 
to enhance access to 
education, knowledge 
and services 

• Provide citizen comments on current
use and future planning of library
spaces

• Gain a deeper understanding of
library technology such as the
catalog, apps and iLab equipment

• Number of in-person visits
• Number of meeting room

reservations
• ILab usage statistics
• Wi-Fi statistics

Q2−3 

A Great Place to Live Deliver relevant and 
accessible collections 

• Gain a deeper understanding of
intellectual freedom and the public
library’s role, considering varied
community needs and interests

• Use of online research tools
• Number of checkouts

Q1−4 

 Great Place to Live Cultivate an innovative, 
flexible, adaptive culture 
that invites community 
access and participation 

• Provide community perspectives to
proposed updates in library policies

• Discussion(s) on changing
communities within the county and

• Percent rating the library as good or
excellent

• Active library borrowers

Q1−4 

Board Goal Committee Goals Activity Outcome Measure Timeline 

efforts to build awareness of library 
services 




