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As President of the Freedom to Read Foundation, it is my privilege to report on the Foundation’s 

activities since the 2015 Annual Conference:  

 

LITIGATION  

 

Privacy and Surveillance: One of the ongoing priorities for the Freedom to Read Foundation is the 

preservation of reader privacy and the right of the library user to read and inquire free from any 

surveillance or unwanted interference by the government.  In particular, FTRF wants to ensure that 

library users are not chilled in their right to receive information because they fear the government's 

warrantless surveillance of their communications will reveal the subject matter of their inquiries. 

Past history has taught us that individuals will avoid accessing controversial, unorthodox, or 

sensitive material they have a constitutional right to read if they believe the government is 

monitoring their reading habits. 

 

To address this priority, FTRF recently joined two different amicus curiae briefs to challenge the 

government's bulk collection of phone metadata without a warrant and to support the right of 

libraries to challenge warrantless surveillance on behalf of their patrons. 

 

The amicus brief filed in United States v. Moalin argues that the government should not be 

permitted to engage in warrantless searches and seizures of phone metadata because that metadata 

reveals information about an individual’s expressive and associational activities that should be 

protected by both the First and Fourth Amendments of the Constitution.  The underlying case arose 

as a criminal prosecution and involves the defendant's request for a new trial based on the 

government's failure to disclose that evidence used against the defendant was gathered through the 
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was correct, finding that, with the exception of the provision banning courses designed for students 

of a particular ethic group, the statute, as written, was neither overbroad or vague in violation of the 
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The Judith 

http://www.ftrf.org/?Krug_BBW



