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Position Statement on the Dr. Seuss Enterprises Decision 

Library workers in Iowa and around the world are conversing around the process of balancing our core values 

of intellectual freedom in response to the decision by Dr. Seuss Enterprises to no longer publish six titles in 

their catalog. There are multiple mechanisms to reconcile in our work including intellectual freedom, free 

speech, viewpoint neutrality, and social justice. The Iowa Library Association Intellectual Freedom Committee 

would like to address each. 

Intellectual Freedom  

Collection development policies are meant to communicate a library’s principles of collection development to 

library administrators, staff, Library Boards, and community stakeholders. Library workers are called to follow 

their collection development policies in their work to add, retain, or remove any materials. Typically, collection 

development policies contain language that affirms the inclusion of library materials even when considered 

offensive by some. SEE: The Freedom to Read (ALA), Item 6. 

Rather than removing or restricting access to materials which some may find offensive, librarians are called 

upon to provide additional materials which suit the needs and interests of their users.   The Freedom to Read 

(ALA), Item 7. Library collections contain materials that appeal to users and their diverse interests. Library staff 

are empowered to promote materials in their collections, but are under no obligation to promote any particular 

viewpoint or item. Library staff should and do strive to create a welcoming environment for all users, but library 

workers should resist the temptation to attempt to shape their collections with the intent of shielding or 

protecting the public from the content of the library’s materials. 

Adding content labels to materials is discouraged. SEE: Labeling Systems: An Interpretation of the Library Bill 

of Rights and The Freedom to Read (ALA), Item 5. Individual library users should be allowed to form their own 

opinions about the resources they choose to engage with. Materials in library collections are labeled to facilitate 

their organization and location. These directional, descriptive labels should be viewpoint neutral, describing 

format, genre, classification, location, author, etc. and not make judgments on the content of those materials, 

either positively or negatively, in an attempt to influence the use of those materials. Prejudicial labeling 

systems, which provide assertions about the content of an item, can influence a user’s opinion of a resource.    

Free Speech  

Publishers choose to stop producing titles based on a variety of factors. When items are discontinued, libraries 

do not remove items from their collections because they are out of print or have fallen out of historical favor. A 

publisher deciding what to produce with their limited resources is not censorship, but purely content-based 

decisions by library workers certainly may be.  

Dr. Seuss Enterprises chose to stop publishing six titles from their backlist. This decision is not an official or 

organized call to remove any and all copies of these books from libraries or broader existence. The Intellectual 

Freedom Committee advises care in reactively removing them; collection development decisions are made by 

library workers, Library Boards and community stakeholders in a process of discussion and discernment. It is 

against the historical values and ethics of the library profession for library workers to unilaterally make 

decisions about the content-appropriateness of works in reaction or relation to emerging views. 
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Viewpoint Neutrality  

Collection development policies and library stewardship practices typically guide library work in the protection 

of high value materials without their removal from circulation and, insofar as possible, without sequestering 

them in such a way as to necessitate special requests for their retrieval. 

Social Justice  

Strong librarianship relies on regular communication with Library Boards and stakeholders about the work in 

reconciling intellectual freedom, free speech, viewpoint neutrality, and social justice. These are complex issues, 

and require diligence in building an understanding of each issue, how they relate, and how to balance interests 

that may seem difficult to reconcile.  

Intellectual Freedom Committee does not advise any action on the part of a library such as weeding and 

subsequently selling controversial materials which could indicate a readiness to censor any part of its collection 

in the wake of emerging controversies or shifts in prevailing opinion or sensibility. 

It is the consensus of the Intellectual Freedom Committee that such an approach may be interpreted by library 

users as library staff prioritizing the monetary value of a controversial, discontinued item (with a concomitant 

increase in value stemming from expected scarcity) above the professional ethics of providing access to 

materials without judgment.  

Professional Ethics 6, “We do not advance private interests at the expense of                           

library users, colleagues, or our employing institutions.” 

 

    Professional Ethics 7,  “We distinguish between our personal convictions and              

   professional duties and do not allow our personal beliefs to interfere with fair 

representation of the aims of our institutions or the provision of access to their 

information resources.” 

As our profession and library communities continue to strive for a balance between these mechanisms, the Iowa 

Library Association Intellectual Freedom Committee advocates for more discussion, review of our professional 

principles, and calibration of these traditional tools to reflect modern use. We welcome you to join a virtual 

discussion on Tuesday, March 16 at 3:00 p.m. to share experiences and questions related to this important work.  

 

Sincerely,   

 

Amanda Vazquez 

IFC member 

  

Darryl Eschete 

IFC Member 

  

Sam Helmick 

IFC Chair  
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