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Appendix to Selection Policy 
 

The following documents are provided in support of the Selection Policy, and of the 
students of Sweetwater County School District #2. 
 

Statement on Intellectual Freedom 
 

The Association for Educational Communications and Technology 
 

The First Amendment of the Constitution of the United States is a cornerstone of our 
liberty, supporting our rights and responsibilities regarding free speech both written and 
oral.   
 
The Association for Educational Communications and Technology believes this same 
protection applied also to the use of sound and image in our society. 
 
Therefore, we affirm that: 
 

Freedom of inquiry and access to information—regardless of the format or 
viewpoints of the presentation—are fundamental to the development of our 
society.  These rights must not be denied or abridged because of age, sex, race, 
religion, national origin, or social or political views. 

 
Children have the right to freedom of inquiry and access to information; 
responsibility for abridgement of that right is solely between an individual child 
and the parent(s) of that child. 

 
The need for information and the interests, growth, and enlightenment of the user 
should govern the selection and development of educational media, not the age, 
sex, race, nationality, politics, or religious doctrine of the author, producer, or 
publisher. 

 
Attempts to restrict or deprive a learner’s access to information representing a 
variety of viewpoints must be resisted as a threat to learning in a free and 
democratic society.  Recognizing that within a pluralistic society efforts to censor 
may exist, such challenges should be met calmly with proper respect for the 
beliefs of the challengers.  Further, since attempts to censor sound and image 
material frequently arise out of misunderstanding of the rationale for using these 
formats, we shall attempt to help both user and censor to recognize the purpose 
and dynamics of communication in modern times regardless of the format. 

 
The Association for Educational Communications and Technology is ready to 
cooperate with other persons or groups committed to resisting censorship or 
abridgement of free expression and free access to ideas and information. 
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Adopted by:  Association for Educational Communications and Technology 
Board of Directors,  Kansas City April 21, 1978. 
 

The Students’ Right to Read (excerpted) 
 

An open letter to the citizens of our country from the National Council of Teachers 
of English: 
 
 “Where suspicion fills the air and holds scholars in line for fear of their jobs, there 
can be no exercise of the free intellect…  A problem can no longer be pursued with 
impunity to its edges.  Fear stalks the classroom.  The Teacher is no longer a stimulant to 
adventurous thinking; she becomes instead a pipe line for safe and sound information.  A 
deadening dogma takes the place of free inquiry.  Instruction tends to become sterile; 
pursuit of knowledge is discouraged, discussion often leaves off where it should begin.” 
 

Justice William O. Douglass 
United Stages Supreme Court 

Adler v. Board of Education, 1952 
 

The right to read, like all rights guaranteed or implied within our constitutional tradition, 
can be used wisely or foolishly.  In many ways, education is an effort to improve the 
quality of choices open to all students.  But to deny the freedom of choice in fear that it 
may be unwisely used to destroy the freedom itself.  For this reason, we respect the right 
of individuals to be selective in their own reading.  But for the same reason, we oppose 
efforts of individuals or groups to limit the freedom of choice of others or to impose their 
own standards or tastes upon the community at large. 
 
The right of any individual not just to read but to read whatever he or she wants to read is 
basic to a democratic society.  This right is based on an assumption that the educated 
possess judgment and understanding and can be trusted with the determination of their 
own actions.  In effect, the reader is freed from the bonds of chance.  The reader is not 
limited by birth, geographic location, or time since reading allows meeting people, 
debating philosophies, and experiencing events far beyond the narrow confines of an 
individual’s own existence. 
 
In selecting books for reading by young people, English teachers consider the 
contribution which each work may make to the education of the reader, its aesthetic 
value, its honesty, its readability for the particular group of students, and its appeal to 
adolescents.  English teachers, however, may use different works for different purposes.  
The criteria for choosing a work to be read by an entire class are somewhat different from 
the criteria for choosing works to be read by small groups.  For example, a teacher might 
select John Knowles’ A Separate Peace for reading by an entire class, party because the 
book has received wide critical recognition, partly because it is relatively short and will 
keep the attention of slow readers, and partly because it has proved popular with many 
students of widely differing abilities.  The same teachers, faced with the responsibility of 
choosing or recommending books for several small groups of students, might select or 
recommend books as different as Nathaniel Hawthorn’s The Scarlet Letter, Jack 
Schaefer’s Shane, Alexander Solzhenitsyn’s One Day in the Life of Ivan Denisovitch, 
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Pierre Boulle’s The Bridge Over the River Kwai, Charles Dickens’s Great Expectations, 
Paul Zindel’s The Pigman, depending upon the abilities and interests of the students in 
each group.  And the criteria for suggesting books to individuals or for recommending 
something worth reading for a student who casually stops by after class are different from 
selecting material for a class or group.  But the teacher selects, not censors, books.  
Selection implies that a teacher is free to choose this or that work, depending upon the 
purpose to be achieved and the students or class in question, but a book selected this year 
may be ignored next year, and the reverse.  Censorship implied that certain works are not 
open to selection—this year or any year. 
 
Wallace Stevens once wrote, “Literature is the better part of life.  To this it seems 
inevitably necessary to add, provided life is the better part of literature.”  Students and 
parents have the right to demand that education today keep students in touch with the 
reality of the world outside the classroom.  Much of classic literature asks questions as 
valid and significant today as when the literature first appeared, questions like “What is 
the nature of humanity?”  “Why do people praise individuality and practice conformity?”  
“What do people need for a good life?” and “What is the nature of the good person?”  But 
youth is the age of revolt, to pretend otherwise is to ignore a reality made clear to young 
people and adults alike on television and radio, in newspapers and magazines.  English 
teachers must be free to employ books classic or contemporary, which do not lie to the 
young about the perilous but wondrous times we live in, books which talk of the fears, 
hopes, jobs and frustrations people experience, books about people not only as they are 
but as they can be.  English teachers forced through the pressures of censorship to sue 
only safe or antiseptic works are placed in the morally and intellectually untenable 
position of lying to their students about the nature and condition of mankind. 
 
The teacher must exercise care to select or recommend works for class reading and group 
discussion.  One of the most important responsibilities of the English teachers is 
developing rapport and respect among students.  Respect of the uniqueness and potential 
of the individual, an important facet of the study of literature, should be emphasized in 
the English class.  Literature classes should reflect the cultural contributions of many 
minority groups in the United States, just as they should acquaint students with 
contributions from the peoples of Asia, Africa, and Latin America. 
 
The Threat to Education 
 
Censorship leaves students with an inadequate and distorted picture of the ideals, values, 
and problems of their culture.  Writers may often represent their culture, or they may 
stand to the side and describe and evaluate that culture.  Yet partly because of censorship 
or the fear of censorship, many writers are ignored or inadequately represented in the 
public schools and many are represented in anthologies not by their best works but by 
their “safest” or “least offensive” work. 
 
The censorship pressures receiving the greatest publicity are those of groups who protest 
the use of a limited number of books with some “objectionable” realistic elements, such 
as Brace New World, Lord of the Flies, Catcher in the Rye, John Got His Gun, Catch 22, 
Soul on Ice, or A Day No Pigs Would Die.  The most obvious and immediate victims are 
often found among our best and most creative English teachers, those who have ventured 
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outside the narrow boundaries of conventional tests.  Ultimately, however the real victims 
are the students, denied the freedom to explore ideas and pursue truth whenever and 
however they wish.   
 
Great damage may be done by book committees appointed by national or local 
organizations to pore over anthologies, texts, library books, and paperbacks to find 
passages which advocate, or seem to advocate, causes or concepts or practices these 
organizations condemn.  As a result, some publishers, sensitive to possible objections 
carefully exclude sentences or selections that might conceivably offend some group, 
somehow, sometime, somewhere. 
 
The Community’s Responsibility 
 
American citizens who care about the improvement of education are urged to join 
students, teachers, librarians, administrates, boards of education, and professional and 
scholarly organizations in support of the students’ right to read.  Only widespread and 
informed support in every community can assure that 
 

enough citizens are interested in the development and maintenance of a superior 
school system to guarantee its achievement; 

 
malicious gossip, ignorant rumors, and deceptive letters to the editor will not be 
circulated without challenge and correction; 
 
newspapers will be convinced that the public sincerely desires objective school 
news reporting, free from slanting or editorial comment which destroys 
confidence in and support for schools; 
 
the community will not permit its resources and energies to be dissipated in 
conflicts created by special interest groups striving to advance their ideologies or 
biases; 
 
and faith in democratic traditions and processes will be maintained. 

 
*Excerpted from The Students’ Right to Read, prepared by the Committee on the Right to 
Read of the National Council of Teachers of English, 1972. 
 

Library Bill of Rights 
 

The American Library Association affirms that all libraries are forums for information 
and ideas, and that the following basic policies should guide their services. 
 

1. Books and other library resources should be provided for the interest, 
information, and enlightenment of all people of the community the library 
serves.  Materials should not be excluded because of the origin, 
background, or views of those contributing to their creation. 
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2. Libraries should provide materials and information presenting all points of 
view on current and historical issues.  Materials should not be proscribed 
or removed because of partisan and doctrinal disapproval. 

 
3. Libraries should challenge censorship in the fulfillment of their 

responsibility to provide information and enlightenment. 
 

4. Libraries should cooperate with all persons and groups concerned with 
resisting abridgment of free expression and free access to ideas. 

 
5. A person’s right to use a library should not be denied or abridged because 

of origin, age, background or views. 
 

6. Libraries which make exhibit spaces and meeting rooms available to the 
public they serve should make such facilities available on an equitable 
basis, regardless of the beliefs or affiliations of individuals or groups 
requesting their use. 

 
The Freedom to Read 

 
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 books from sale, to censor textbooks, to label “controversial” books, to distribute 
lists of “objectionable” books or authors, and to purge libraries.  These actions apparently 
arise from a view that our national tradition of free expression is no longer valid; that 
censorship and suppression are needed to avoid the subversion of politics and the 
corruption of morals.  We, as citizens devoted to the use of books and as librarians and 
publishers responsible for disseminating them, wish to assert the public interest in the 
preservation of the freedom to read. 
 
We are deeply concerned about these attempts at suppression.  Most such attempts rest on 
a denial for the fundamental premise of democracy:  that the ordinary citizen, by 
exercising his critical judgment, will accept the good and reject the bad.  The censors, 
public and private, assume that they should determine what is good and what is bad for 
their fellow-citizens. 
 
We trust Americans to recognize propaganda, and to reject it.  We do not believe they 
need the help of censors to assist them in this task.  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. 
 
We are aware of course that books are not alone in being subjected to efforts at 
suppression.  We are aware that these efforts are related to a larger pattern of pressures 
being brought against education, the press, films, radio, and television.  The problem is 
not only one of actual censorship.  The shadow of fear casts by these pressures leads, we 
suspect, to an even larger voluntary curtailment of expression by those who seek to avoid 
controversy. 
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Such pressure towards conformity is perhaps natural to a time of uneasy change and 
pervading fear.  Especially when so many of our apprehensions are directed against an 
ideology, the expression of a dissident idea becomes a thing feared in itself, and we tend 
to move against it as against a hostile deed, with suppression. 
 
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 roughness and 
resilience of our society and leaves it the less able to deal with stress. 
 
Now as always in our history, books are among our greatest instruments of freedom.  
They are almost the only means for making generally available ideas or manners of 
expression that can initially command only a small audience.  They are the natural 
medium for the new idea and untried voice from which come the original contributions to 
social growth.  They are essential to the extended discussion which 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 towards 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 men 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 libraries to make available the 
widest diversity of views and expressions, including those which are 
unorthodox or unpopular with the majority. 

 
2. Publishers, librarians, and booksellers do not need to endorse every idea or 

presentation contained in the books 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 books should be 
published or circulated. 

 
A book should be judges as a book.  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 men can flourish which draws up lists of writers to whom it 
will not listen, whatever they may have to say. 
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3. It is contrary to the public interest for publishers or librarians to determine 
the acceptability of a book on the basis of the personal history of political 
affiliations of the author. 

  
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 literature 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 critically for themselves.  These are affirmative 
responsibilities, not to be discharged simply by preventing them from 
reading works from which they are not yet prepared.  In these matters taste 
differs, and taste cannot be legislated; not can machinery be devised which 
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 with any book the 

prejudgment of a label characterizing the book or author as subversive or 
dangerous. 

 
The idea of labeling presupposes the existence of individuals or groups 
with wisdom to determine by authority what is good or bad for the citizen.  
It presupposes that each individual must be directed in making up his mind 
about the ideas he examines.  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, t contest encroachments upon that freedom by 
individuals or groups seeking to impose their own standard or tastes upon 
the community at large. 

 
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 free 
society each individual is free to determine for himself what he wishes to 
read, and each group is free to determine what it will recommend to its 
freely associated members.  But no group haws 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. 

 
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 
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responsibility, bookman 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 expended on the trivial; 
it is frustrated when the reader cannot obtain matter fit for his 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 
and inheritance is handed down, and the principal means of its testing and 
growth.  The defense of their freedom and integrity, and the enlargement 
of their service to society, required of all bookmen the utmost of their 
faculties, and deserves of all citizens 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 books.  We do so because we 
believe that they are good, 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 the suppression of ideas is fatal to a 
democratic society.  Freedom itself is a dangerous way of life, but it is 
ours. 
 

 
American Library Association, January 28, 1972 

 
 
 
 


