REGULAR MEETING

October 27, 2011

A meeting of the London Public Library Board was held on the above date in the
Stevenson Hunt Room, Central Library at 5:30 p.m. with the following present:
From the Board:

J. Morgan (Chair), M. Brown, J. Colwell, S. Courtice, G.
Leckie, J. Lubell, T. Nugent and D. Vachon;

Senior Management:

S. Hubbard Krimmer, A. Baker, N. Collister, B. Jessop, E.
Hobin, B. Kinchlea, M. Mitchell, A. Thompson, T. Travers
and M. Wilkinson;

Other Staff:

D. McCord, R. Verhulst and B. Whitney;

Guests:

C. Sprovieri, Students from the Faculty of Information and
Media Studies, U.W.O.;

From the Media:

Priya Mann, CTV News;

Minutes taken by:

J. White.

APOLOGIES - Councillor Branscombe
L11/74

WELCOME
Mr. Morgan welcomed guests and students from Faculty of Information
and Media Studies.
DISCLOSURES OF INTEREST – none

L11/75

CHANGES TO AND ADOPTION OF AGENDA
A revised agenda was distributed.
It was MOVED by Mr. Courtice and seconded by Councillor Brown
that the agenda be adopted as amended.
CARRIED

L11/76

APPROVAL OF MINUTES
It was MOVED by Ms. Leckie and seconded by Mr. Colwell that the
minutes of September 22, 2011(L11/63-L11/73) be approved.
CARRIED

L11/77

BUSINESS ARISING FROM THE MINUTES - none

L11/78

DELEGATIONS AND PRESENTATIONS
Internet Service Policy
Mr. Morgan explained the process regarding the annual review of the
Internet Service Policy in November, 2011.
The following people made a presentation on internet filtering at the
London Public Library:
Ms. Megan Walker introduced Stan Burditt, Men Against Sexual
Trafficking; Aura Burditt, London Anti-Human Trafficking Committee; Jen
Howe and Diana Lombar, Stop Porn Culture, Saundra-Lynn Coulter,
Program Manager at LAWC and Fabienne Haller, in charge of events at
LAWC.
At the 20 minute mark, Mr. Morgan pointed out that Ms. Walker’s
presentation was over the allowed time limit, so the following motion was
made:
It was MOVED by Councillor Brown and seconded by Mr. Courtice
that Ms. Walker’s time limit be extended.
CARRIED
Other presenters included:
Sarah Simpkin
Dan Lenart
David Winninger
At the five minute mark, Mr. Morgan pointed out that Mr. Winninger’s
presentation was over the allowed time limit, so the following motion was
made:
It was MOVED by Councillor Brown and seconded by Mr. Courtice
that Mr. Winninger’s time limit be extended.
CARRIED
Presentations are attached to the minutes. (Content contains sexually
explicit language).
At 6:40, Mr. Morgan left the meeting
At 6:45 p.m., the Board entered in-camera session. At 7:25 p.m.,
the meeting resumed.

L11/79

REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES, MEMBERS, AND STAFF REQUIRING
BOARD ACTION
Collections Service Report
Ms. Whitney made a presentation on E-books and digital rights
management. She introduced Mr. David McCord, who will be the new
Coordinator, Collection Services, after Ms. Whitney retires in December.
It was MOVED by Councillor Brown and seconded by Ms. Lubell
that Ms. Whitney’s verbal report on Collections Services be
received.
CARRIED

L11/79.1

Fund Development Consultation
Ms. Hubbard Krimmer reported on the fund development consultation
work done by Campaign Coaches. Interviews are now being arranged. A
report will be made at the December Board meeting.
It was MOVED by Councillor Brown and seconded by Ms. Lubell
that Ms. Hubbard Krimmer’s report on Fund Development
Consultation be received.
CARRIED

L11/79.2

Annual Agenda
A revised annual agenda was distributed to the Board for their information.
It was MOVED by Councillor Brown and seconded by Ms. Lubell
that the revised annual agenda be received.
CARRIED

L11/79.3

“Lest We Forget” Workshop Project
London Public Library was selected as one of four libraries to participate in
the “Lest We Forget” Pilot project Phase II. Calgary, Halifax, and
Richmond Hill Public Libraries also are participating in Phase II.
The “Lest We Forget” Project is guided and funded by Library and
Archives Canada, Canadian Urban Libraries Council, and the Canadian
War Museum. It is aimed primarily at students who are tasked with
researching and writing about individuals who served in the First World
War or who died in action in the Second World War and whose names are
listed on the local cenotaphs in communities across Canada.

Staff will be contacting local schools to organize workshops for school
classes. “Lest We Forget” workshops will also be offered for the general
public. Grant funding will be available to cover printing costs.
It was MOVED by Mr. Courtice and seconded by Councillor Brown
that the report, “Lest We Forget” Workshop Project be received.
CARRIED
L11/79.4

Annual Donor Report (Bells & Whistles) 2010
Ms. Hubbard Krimmer recognized the work of E. Hobin, R. Verhulst, B.
Luedekke and L. McCrady in the preparation of this report. The Annual
Donor Report has been posted on the LPL website in both graphical and
plain text versions.
It was MOVED by Mr. Courtice and seconded by Councillor Brown
that the Annual Donor Report (Bells & Whistles) 2010 be received.
CARRIED

L11/80

CONSENT ITEMS
It was MOVED by Mr. Colwell and seconded by Ms. Lubell that the
following consent items be received:
Events of Interest to Library Board Members
Draft Agenda – November 24, 2011
Letter from C. Saunders, City Clerk regarding 2012 Budget
timetable. (October 5, 2011)
Letter from C. Saunders, City Clerk regarding fees that a public
library may charge and fundraising, funding initiatives and
innovations currently being undertaken or considered. (September
20, 2011)
Letter from C. Saunders, City Clerk regarding ways to assist the
London Middlesex Immigrant Employment Council. (September 20,
2011)
Everything Up for Review, Metro News. (September 20, 2011)
Comment from Eileen Hull regarding Glanworth Branch Library.
Glanworth library open for business as community finds its voice,
London Community News. (October 13, 2011)
Federation of Ontario Public Libraries, CEO’s Report to Members,
October 20, 2010
Historic Sites Meeting Minutes, June 8, 2011
Letter from J. Fitzgerald, Children’s Aid Society. (October 20, 2011)
Letter from K. England Ross regarding Glanworth Branch Library.
Letter from Shaya Dhinsa, Manager of Sexual Health, MiddlesexLondon Health Unit. (October 21, 2011)

CARRIED
L11/81

INQUIRIES AND OTHER BUSINESS
Ms. Vachon advised Board members that the Friends of the London
Public Library’s membership campaign is now underway and urged all
members to become a Friend of the Library.

L11/82

REPORT ON MATTERS FROM THE EXECUTIVE SESSION
Ms. Leckie reported that a legal matter was discussed which will remain
confidential.
ON MOTION, the meeting adjourned at 7:55 p.m.

________________________
Chair
_________________________
Secretary

INTRODUCTION
Joined by Stan Burditt, Founder of Men Against Sexual Trafficking, Aura Burditt,
Chair of the London Anti-Human Trafficking Committee, Jen Howe, Stop Porn
Culture, Diana Lomber, LAWC Board member responsible for preparing our
presentation, Fabienne Haller, Special Events Coordinator at LAWC and SaundraLynn Coulter, Program Manager at LAWC.
Our recommendations are supported by Merrymount Children’s Centre,
Children’s Aid of London and Middlesex and London Police Service.
We are making two recommendations:
LPL immediately amend its wireless usage policy to require users to log in
with library authentication
LPL take a stand against pornography viewing on its publicly funded
computers by establishing a pornography free policy and/or installing
filters on all computers throughout the system
Unfiltered computers allow patrons to view pornography much of which
does meets the criminal code definition of obscene under Section 163 of
the Criminal Code
LPL staff do not monitor or censor content. Despite best efforts to avoid
unwanted exposure, patrons, including children and teens, as well as staff
can and have viewed the screens
By LPL’s own policies, the computers are “in public areas shared by people
of all ages and sensibilities. Some content is age inappropriate for children.
Some content may be offensive, objectionable and/or intimidating to other
Library customers and/or staff.”
Current library policy addresses inappropriate behaviours related to
internet service such as “intimidation, harassment, bullying, etc.,” however
this does not address the impact of unwilling viewing by staff and patrons
of mainstream, and what we would argue, illegal pornography.
There have been two individuals currently charged with downloading child
pornography as well as numerous complaints regarding legal mainstream
porn viewing.
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As one complainant wrote, “Go sometime up to the second floor bank of
computers and you'll see guys scrolling porn openly because they know
their rights. When I complained to the librarian she said they were not
doing anything illegal.”
Again, we contend that much of the pornography being viewed is illegal
and believe after our presentation you will agree
Section 163, clause 8 of the Canadian Criminal Code provides the country's
legal definition of "obscenity"
The obscenity definition states: For the purposes of this Act, any
publication a dominant characteristic of which is the undue exploitation of
sex, or of sex and any one or more of the following subjects, namely crime,
horror, cruelty and violence, shall be deemed to be obscene.
Section 163, clause 1 states: Every one commits an offense who makes,
prints, publishes, distributes, circulates, or has in his possession for the
purpose of publication, distribution or circulation any obscene written
matter, picture, model, phonograph record or other thing whatever;
Mainstream pornography today contains crime, horror, cruelty and
violence. We recognize the police can’t monitor this given the priority on
child pornography. However, we believe LPL needs to consider, as part of
its review, whether the Library itself is allowing those patrons viewing
pornography to break the law by viewing or distributing illegal pornography
through the internet.
We are advised by London Police Service that “there have been occasions
where we have detected users of the wireless network downloading child
pornography from the library. However because no log in is required for
customers using their own computer we have no way of tracking it back to
the user.”
An amendment to the wireless policy, requiring users to log in with library
authentication is necessary and would allow police to track someone
downloading illegal images.
We understand the issue of pornography and filtering is a controversial
one. Our goal is to end public viewing of pornography on publicly funded
computers at the library.
We are open to other suggestions that would accomplish this same goal,
for example, a porn free computer policy.
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We are presenting to you the truth about today’s mainstream
pornography.
Pornography is central to the oppression of women. It is NOT about sexual
freedom. Pornography uses sex as a means for cruelty to women.
Pornography is not personal or private. It is a threat to women’s rights,
dignity, safety and equality.
We have filtered and sanitized our presentation. In requesting the
opportunity to speak today, we were asked if our presentation was sexually
graphic so members of the public could be warned.
Those exposed to sexually explicit, degrading, violent and abusive
pornography in this public facility receive NO warning. This is clearly
problematic.
Slide 1 – Who wants to be a porn star?
This slide show presents a feminist critique of pornography rooted not in a
reactionary sexual morality, but in concerns about pornography’s consequences
on women in the industry, the men who use it, and the women and children who
share their lives with those men.
What kind of images are most prevalent and what messages about gender, sex
and power do they convey?
Our world has become what one writer has called “pornified.”
Slide 2 – Pornified and Pornland books
A pornified culture is one in which raunchy, sexually explicit, and often sexist,
homophobic and racist themes and images pervade our daily lives.
Slide 3 – Fashion Magazines
The pattern is evident everywhere including fashion magazines, beer ads,
children’s clothing…
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Slide 4 – toys for children
And even toys for children where we are now seeing pole dancing dolls
Slide 5 – highly sexualized images
Highly sexualized images of the female body dominate all media. These mostly
white, young, thin women are presented as sexually available and willing.
Slide 6 – Jenna Jameson
Jenna Jameson is the world’s first porn star to break into mainstream media with
a best-selling book and exposure on television and through pop culture.
Slide 7 – Jenna Jameson example of relationship
Jameson is the perfect example of the relationship between a pop culture and the
porn industry. In the pornified world of pop culture – her interview on Oprah
Winfrey for example – Jameson is shown living a wealthy, glamorous life and
pornography is portrayed as an occupation to aspire to.
Slide 8 – the real Jenna Jameson
However, much of Jameson’s life has been anything but glamorous. Gang-raped
and left for dead as a teenager, raped again by her abusive boyfriend’s uncle,
stripping at 16 and almost dead at 20 from drugs, her life differs from most
women in pornography only in that she made it to her 30th birthday not only alive,
but rich and famous. As you can see, Jameson herself wouldn’t want her own
daughters to get into the industry.
The real world of porn is harsh, violent, degrading, often body-punishing sex,
boasting such titles as…
Slide 9 – Daddy F’ing etc.
Interracial Hole Stretchers, Daddy F’ing, My Mom and My Girlfriend, Strollin’ the
Colon
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Slide 10 – Exploited babysitters
Exploited babysitters
Slide 11 – Brutal BJ’s
Brutal BJ’s and
Slide 12– Jampacked A-Holes
Jampacked A-holes
These titles are available for public viewing at the library and were obtained easily
and for free through internet searches. It is easy to find far more extreme porn
than this. This is the most widely viewed material the average porn user
consumes.
Slide 13 – Boy at computer
This generation has unprecedented access to unprecedented quantities of
mainstream hardcore porn beginning, on average, at age 11.
Slide 14 – Contemporary Porn
The pornography industry produces two main types of films.
Features…
Slide 15 – Forever Devinn
And GONZO.
Slide 16 – Don’t tell daddy
Features such as “20 Candles”…
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Slide 17 – 20 candles
Mimic some aspects of Hollywood movies. They have minimal plot, character
development and dialogue all while presenting sex scenes.
Slide 18 – How to Have a XXX Sex Life
These movies seem more respectable than Gonzo. However, this type of porn
teaches a man that sex means violating, using and penetrating a woman’s body
however he likes, all the while assuming she will love it as much as he does.
It teaches a woman that sex means performance – doing whatever pleases a
partner, acting like she loves it – and above all – looking good while doing it.
Slide 19 – Jenna loves pain
In feature films like Jenna Loves Pain, the explicit focus is on domination, pain and
violence.
Slide 20 – Screw my sexy wife
Unlike features, gonzo films have no pretensions of plot or character. It is staged
and recorded sex. Gonzo is extremely profitable and the fastest growing porn
genre.
Slide 21 – MILF hunter
Gonzo includes a standard series of sex acts including oral, vaginal and anal
penetration, often performed while men call women names like bitch, slut and
whore. During the verbal and sexual abuse, women are expected to say over and
over again how much they like it.
Almost every scene ends the “money shot” of male ejaculation usually in
woman’s mouth or on her face or body.
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Slide 22 – Anal Suffering
Anal sex is now standard in porn and is seen as exciting for men because they see
it as hurting and humiliating women.
Slide 23 – women begging
Women are often shown begging for acts they know will be painful or harmful
with the results prominently displayed for the camera.
Slide 24 – Suck me bitch
In scenes with oral penetration, the man’s control, debasement and humiliation
of the woman are central to the appeal.
He may yank her head back by her hair, thrust his penis violently into her mouth,
slap her face with his penis and verbally abuse her.
Slide 25 – women in choke hold
In some scenes, the man holds the woman’s neck in a choke-hold, or pinches her
nose shut while she fellates him.
Slide 26 – Double Penetration
An increasingly common type of sex in gonzo is double penetration or DP, in
which a woman is penetrated annually and vaginally by two men at the same
time. Sometimes, a third is thrusting his penis down her throat, known as airtight
in the industry because every hole is plugged.
Slide 27 – women grimacing
In some of these films, the woman is shown grimacing or saying things like “that
hurts” or make it stop,” her apparent pain part of the appeal.
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Slide 28 – ATM
Some gonzo porn advertises ATM or Anus to Mouth, in which a man removes his
penis from a woman’s anus and puts it directly into her mouth or the mouth of
another woman. There is no increased sexual pleasure for the man outside of the
woman’s debasement and humiliation.
Slide 29 – Sexualizing Children and Teens
While most condemn child pornography, less often discussed are the ways in
which mainstream porn legitimizes and incites adult sexual desire for, and sexual
use of, children.
Slide 30 – Hustler barely legal
Hustler’s Barely Legal series advertises “from the homeroom to the bedroom,
these young cuties are eager to please and try everything.” This popular series
recently released its 75th film.
Slide 31 – Is Pseudo Child Porn really Child Porn?
Pseudo child porn is not child pornography because the women are older than
age 18. However, they are presented in childlike ways with small breasts, childish
expressions and hair in braids or pony tails.
At these sites, men can find images of young vulnerable girls who look eager to
please without the legal risk of accessing real child pornography.
As pedophiles know, young girls can be eager to please – because they are
terrified by adult abusers and try to minimize the harm by cooperating.
Slide 32 – typing school girls
Typing schoolgirls or teens into any search engine reveals the enormous
popularity of this genre of pornography where men can revel in fantasies of
violated innocence without having to see themselves as “real” pedophiles.
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Slide 33 – incest
Many porn films explicitly sexualize incest, featuring men having sex with girls
who are portrayed as their daughters, stepdaughters or nieces. Often, the girls
are portrayed as the seductresses.
Slide 35 – she says…
Researchers have long investigated the relationship between porn use and sexual
violence.
The question isn’t whether pornography causes rape in a simplistic way, but how
can we understand the complex role of pornography and media in sustaining a
rape culture?
Slide 36– rape in Canada
This is a crucial question in light of the epidemic levels of sexual assaults in
society.
Research to date has demonstrated some connections.
More than one third of women over the age of 16 have experienced some form of
sexual assault.
Fewer than 10 percent of sexual assault victims report the crime to police.
Slide 37 – studies show that after viewing…
As you can see, there are reasons to believe that regular porn use affects
attitudes and behaviours in some men who use it.
These effects are even more troubling in light of pornography’s articulation of the
myths about rape that men learn in many other ways.
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Slide 38 – women don’t know their own minds. Men know better what women
really want and need sexually.
Myth - women don’t know their own minds. Men know better what women really
want and need sexually.
Slide 39 – A woman might not want it at first, but once she gets a taste of hot
sex, she can’t get enough
Myth - A woman might not want it at first, but once she gets a taste of hot sex,
she can’t get enough
Slide 40 – Women are sexually manipulative
Myth – Women are sexually manipulative
Slide 41 – Women are sluts who get what they deserve
Myth – Women are sluts who get what they deserve
Slide 42– Getting her drunk is a way to get her in the mood
Myth – Getting her drunk is a way to get her in the mood
Slide 43– All women are whores at heart and want to be f’d by any available
man
Myth – All women are whores at heart and want to be f’d by any available man.
Given the near-total convergence of pornography’s message with the ideology of
rape, it is hard to take seriously the idea that using pornography makes men less
likely to rape by giving them a harmless sexual “outlet.”
Pornography reinforces pro-rape messages, teaching men to respond both
physically and emotionally to thoughts and images of abusive and forceful sex.
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Slide 44 – Rape porn
Google “rape porn” and you will find anywhere from 16 to 18 million search
results.
Pornography presents the sexual violence and abuse of women as masturbation
material.
No one claims that all men who use pornography become rapists, or that rape
would disappear if there were no pornography. But, being exposed to powerful
and sexually stimulating messages on a regular basis affects people.
Slide 47 – most girls get first experience in gonzo…
Like Jenna Jameson, many of these women are survivors of child molestation
and/or rape.
When children are sexually exploited, especially by people whom they love and
depend upon, they come to believe their purpose in life is to be sexually used by
the people around them.
As Andrea Dworkin said, “child sexual abuse is the boot camp training program for
pornography and prostitution.”
Slide 48 – Adult industry medical…
The Adult Industry Medical Health Care Foundation lists some of the health risks
of standard porn sex acts – from HIV and hepatitis to rectal chlamydia, gonorrhea
of the throat, and damage to the vagina, throat and anus – including prolapsed
anus.
The site notes that scenes in which numerous men ejaculate in a woman’s face
are extremely risky since “the eye is a direct conduit into the bloodstream.”
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Slide 49 – incest referrals
The site also lists numerous recovery and support groups for drug and alcohol
addiction, as well as for incest survivors…
Slide 50 – addiction referrals
…suggesting that - as many present and past participants have testified to – these
issues are real for women in the porn industry.
It is a gross distortion that women in porn make a lot of women. Most women in
porn do not get rich, particularly since they have a very brief, “shelf life.”
It can be a very fast trip from here…
Slide 51 – Sophia Syndrome
…to here.
Slide 52 – Cohf – cum shot
Slide 54 – Human Trafficking
Of concern is the growing industry of human trafficking which is the third largest
grossing sector of organized crime after drugs and arms.
Reports reveal that the majority of trafficked victims are women and children who
make up 88 percent of all victims.
Slide 55 – Canadian stats
The RCMP estimates 600 to 800 persons are trafficked into Canada annually,
predominately for sexual purposes and an additional 1,500 to 2,200 persons are
trafficked through Canada into the United States.
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Slide 56 – girls as young as 12
Further, girls as young as age 12 are trafficked in Canada for sexual purposes.
Slide 57 – pornography’s messages and women’s lives
Pornography endlessly recycles a set of ugly and damaging messages, that women
are stupid bitches, dirty whores and worthless sluts.
That women not only deserve to be used and abused, but like it and crave it.
That whether or not she wants it at first, aggressive and hostile sex fulfills every
woman’s true nature.
Slide 58– In pornography, women are…
In the world of pornography, women do not exist as human beings with a sense of
privacy, boundaries or authentic desire.
No part of any female body is off limits to male inspection, evaluation, use, and
abuse.
In the porn world, women are F objects. They have no history, biography, needs
or dreams of their own.
Women exist for one reason – to be penetrated by any available man.
All women are ready and willing to f’d anywhere, anytime, in any way that HE
wants.
Slide 59 – meanwhile here in the real world
Meanwhile, here in the real world, women struggle for dignity and equality; for
equal pay; access to health care, safe and affordable housing, secure
employment, affordable child care; and reproductive control over our bodies.
Women need bodily integrity and meaningful, respectful relationships with our
partners or the men we encounter in our daily lives.
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Slide 60 – Porn and Us: effects
Pornography has significant effects on attitudes and behaviours in the real world.
To argue otherwise requires us to ignore everything we know about how people
develop and function in a cultural context.
Slide 61 –American businesses spend…
American businesses spend about $400 billion per year on mass-mediated
advertising precisely because those images can have an effect on attitudes and
behaviours in the real world.
Why assume then that pornography is the one mass-media genre that has no
effects on people?
Slide 62 – our reaction to the images
Let’s start with our own reaction to the images in this presentation.
How did it make you feel?
We have blocked the crudeness from the images we showed. We have filtered
our presentation to make it appropriate for our audience today.
Imagine how unsuspecting patrons at the library, including children, feel when
they are exposed to unfiltered, raw mainstream, obscene pornography.
Slide 63 – fight the porn culture
We are asking you to join us as we put up a fight to take back not only the night,
but the day, our society and ultimately our lives.
The first step is honestly facing what pornography is and what kind of culture it
has helped to create, however painful and risky that may be.
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Slide 64 – recommendations
Tonight, we have provided you with sanitized, but honest and truthful,
information about mainstream pornography. After having heard the truth about
porn, we ask:
Do you believe library staff and patrons including children should be
exposed to pornography as they go to enjoy their time at the library?
Would you want your wife, sister, children, mothers exposed to this?
If not, please support our recommendations. Please show that London is a caring,
responsive community committed to the health and well-being of all Londoners.
Women are human beings, not sex objects to be degraded, humiliated and hurt.
Join with London City Council and say no to porn.
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First of all, thanks to the London Public Library Board for giving me the opportunity to
speak at this meeting today.
My name is Sarah Simpkin, and I’m a library science student at the University of
Western Ontario. I’m here today on behalf of the London chapter of the Progressive
Librarians Guild. We’re a group of librarians, students, and faculty working to
encourage critical dialogue and collaborative action on issues affecting librarians and
information workers in London. One of our hot topics lately has been the Library
Board’s upcoming review of its internet filtering policy for non-childrens’ computers.
In short, we’re behind the Library’s current policy and do not support the deployment of
internet filtering software on non-children’s workstations.
Before I begin, I would like to address some of my fellow presenters here tonight. I’d
like you to know that many, if not all of us, consider ourselves feminists and are
committed to ending the abuse of marginalized and vulnerable people in our
professional practices and personal lives. However, we believe that the censorship of
public access computers at London Public Library is not an effective solution to
resolving this social issue.
First, the idea of deploying internet filtering software on public access computers
violates both the Canadian Library Association’s and the American Library
Association’s core values of intellectual freedom and access to information.
According to the Canadian Library Association’s position statement on intellectual
freedom, “It is the responsibility of libraries to guarantee and facilitate access to all
expressions of knowledge and intellectual activity, including those which some
elements of society may consider to be unconventional, unpopular or unacceptable.”
Indeed, London Public Library’s own Intellectual Freedom Policy reaffirms the Library’s
endorsement of these values, promoting “balance and choice...in the provision of
collections and internet services.” In fact, I’d venture that plenty of library materials,
whether online or in print, might be considered controversial by some groups. That
doesn’t mean they shouldn’t be there.
In the United States, the American Library Association has been an outspoken
advocate against filtering software in libraries. Their Library Bill of Rights clearly
articulates that library materials should not be excluded because of the origin,
background, or views of those contributing to their creation. Beyond this, the Bill of
Rights asks libraries to actively “challenge censorship in the fulfillment of their
responsibility to provide information”. For ALA, internet filtering has additionally
become a constitutional issue. Filtering software that denies access to constitutionally
protected information is directly in violation of the First Amendment. In a Canadian

context, libraries should be aware of the public’s right, as embodied in the Canadian
Charter of Rights and Freedoms and the Bill of Rights, to have access to all
expressions of knowledge, creativity, and intellectual activity (see CLA’s Position
Statement on Intellectual Freedom).
It is our understanding that many of the criticisms leveled against LPL’s current policy
concern the inadvertent viewing of “offensive” materials by other library patrons. To that
end, we would like to propose a series of alternatives to expanding the use of filtering
software at public workstations. These include ensuring that privacy screens are
functional and deployed to all monitors, the rearrangement of workstation furniture to
provide additional privacy for patrons, and regular monitoring of these areas by staff
members to ensure that the Library’s Charter of Use and Rules of Conduct are being
followed. Ultimately, we remain uncomfortable with the idea of taking social
responsibility off of the individual and placing it in the hands of third-party software.
There are numerous scenarios wherein filtering software might prevent access to
perfectly legitimate and legal materials. Studies have shown that filtering programs are
notorious for preventing access to medical information. For instance, let’s imagine a
user is concerned about a potential sexually transmitted infection and decides to look
up photographs of various conditions for more information. (Photographs, that I might
add, are probably also located in medical reference books in the library). It is
imperative for the Library to remember the limitations of these software packages when
making a decision on this policy.
On that note, is the Library prepared to make judgments about which materials are
considered offensive? Is the Library prepared to let a third party who is unaccountable
to the public determine what people can and cannot access at LPL? In closing, we
strongly believe that users have a right to unfiltered access to information and remain
firm advocates of the existing policy.

Thursday October 27th
LPL Board Meeting
Mr. Chairman, ladies and gentlemen. My name is Dan Lenart.
Malory Clarkson wrote about tonight's meeting in the London Community
News. An outside delegation will " ...ask(s) the London Public Library board to
filter all its computers against OBJECTIONABLE material.
I am here to complain and object to this proposal as it is an attack by an outside
agency, with obvious political motivation, during its annual fund raising campaign.
This presentation is ideological in part. It is against the concept of censorship
here in the main central library. Individual rights and freedoms are crucial at this
important public institution.
This is a highly political confrontation as it carries the entire weight of City
Council, which also supplies 900/0of the library's budget. Not one city councilor
stood up to defend the patrons in this battle.
According to the public libraries act (1990), section 23
(1)"a board shall not make a charge for admission to a public library, or for use
in the library of the library's materials. For this reason, the poor come here
daily, some everyday. These proposed restrictions are essentially an attack
on the impoverished who have no other place to go, and can't afford their
own books, videos, and computers.
Its the principle of censorship that I find so disagreeable, especially in the
public library which really has become a second home to me. I'm here virtually
everyday. For an external agency, with its own political agenda to propose cutting
back its services and content is really going too far. Individual freedom and
personal responsibility should not be subject to dictates from outside agencies with
political agendas. It is for library administration, staff, including security to
oversee and police, if necessary the environment at a public institution.
The Canadian Charter of Rights and Freedoms was written to protect citizens.
Section 2(b) asserts "freedom of thought, belief, opinion and expression,
including freedom of the press and Other Media of Communication (including
computers in my opinion - although I'm not a lawyer). The library may be opening
itself up to costly litigation by restricting and filtering its computers.
Section 15 talks about discrimination of various types including physical
disabjJ~ty. Cutting back on vital information and education by blocking services
prevents the general public from self improvement, like answering their questions
about medical conditions and personal anatomy.
The Supreme Court is hearing a case on censorship as we speak. This is serious

business. My friend Rob Savage said he would be gladly to take the library to
court over this.
Allowing these suggestions from other delegates to go through, may be costly
for this great institution.
In the brochure "policy regarding rules of conduct" - (page 6) is found "in a
situation where there is a contravention of the law of the province of Ontario and
Canada, London Public Library security, administration or staff will contact the
police.
There is no demonstrated need to go beyond these measures, in my opinion.
And I thank you for your attention.

Library Computer Filtering
David Winninger

Freedom of speech and expression is a cornerstone of our democracy,

In

a totalitarian regime, one of the first rights to go is freedom of speech and
expression. In a repressive and autocratic

regime, there is heavy censorship of

the media, and little, if any, freedom of discourse.
We claim to live in a democracy.

To paraphrase

Churchill, democracy

may be messy a1 times, but it's the best form of government

we have, Living as

we do in a democracy,

of Rights and

Freedoms,

we are fortunate to have a Charter

including s. 2 which provides for freedom of expression.

There are limits, of course, to what the public can tolerate.
have obscenity provisions under the Criminal Code.

That is why we

Children are vulnerable, so

we protect them through other provisions of the Criminal Code that protect
children, such as the prohibition against downloading

of child pornography.

The library must comply with these laws, not just for the sake of legal
compliance,

but also because these restrictions on personal freedom are seen

as morally and ethically desirable in a free and democ

atic society. That is why

our library system filters all computers in the children's section.
Sometimes, what constitutes obscenity or child pornography
interpretation,
in condemning

is open to

and, as a progressive society, we have to exercise some caution
such material.

once a work condemned

Nabokov's Lolita is a good example.

as child pornography

is now regarded

What was

as a literary

masterpiece!
Other important

literary works such as D. H. Lawrence's Lady Chatterley's

Lover and James Joyce's Ulysses were also banned, at one time. More recently,
there was a call to take a book called Porno/ogy

off the library shelves, written

by a feminist, and poking satirical fun at the pornology industry.
What do books have to do with the Internet and the social media.
Perhaps Justice David Souter of the U.S.Supreme Court put it best when he
spoke in dissent in a decision of the Supreme Court dealing on appeal with the

issue of making government

funding contingent

on libraries filtering their

computers.
Justice Souter stated that computer filtering was tantamount

to tearing

pages out of books so the public would not view the missing pages.
When the library conducted

a pilot study on computer

filtering, I as a

member of the library board, suspended my belief, and heard from all sides on
the issue. As the pilot study went on, I became
methodology

involved in computer

trial in Newmarket, Ontario.

very sceptical of the

filtering, and more so, when I attended

a

Over the lunch break, I was in the law library in the

Court House, and mentioned

that we were debating

the issue of computer

filtering at the public library here in London.
The law librarian informed me that for the longest time she had difficulty
contacting

our law library in London. It was eventually disclosed that the law

library in Newmarket had a computer

filtering system that refused to recognize.

the Middlesex Law Association.
Given my own research, I became less willing to give credence
who stated that computer

filtering would not block out legitimate

to those

research.

When the pilot study period was over, I voted against filtering the adult
computers in the library.
But the issue goes a little further than simply promoting research
objectives.

Those of us who have computers in our homes and access to the

Internet, take for granted our right to choose what we view on line. There are
many, however, who do not have access to computers or the Internet in their
homes, because they cannot afford these services, and rely heavily on the
computer

services provided

in their community

libraries.

Why should the libraries dictate to the public what adults should be
viewing and not viewing?
be protected.

As I stated earlier, children are vulnerable, and should

Obscenity and downloading

of child pornography

are illegal.

Beyond this, the job of the library is to situate computers in the adult section so
as to minimize the possibility of children inadvertently
material.

viewing inappropriate

Great effort has already been taken to establish and publicize rules for

use of the computers, to install screen privacy features, to place computers in
appropriate

locations in the library, and provide buffers, where necessary.

Complaints are responded

to in an appropriate

and timely manner.

While the majority of library computers in the adult section were filtered
for a period of time, pressure mounted to obtain a legal opinion on the filtering
of the library computers.

The opinion obtained from a pre-eminent lawyer at

the Lerners firm in London advised that the filtering policy violates s. 2 of the
Charter, and would not be saved under s.l of the Charter,
demonstrably justified in a free and democratic

as a reasonable limit

society. The library has been

wise to follow the learned advice of its lawyers. The current policy of allowing
unfiltered access to library computers should remain firmly in place.
libraries and the Library Associations support this policy.

Most

As a former Board

member and Chair, I support the current policy as well, and would oppose
seeing the current policy reversed.

