Intellectual Freedom Committee

November 17, 2005

MLA Offices, Lansing

Present today were: J. Randolph Call (chair), Kevin Tomlinson

BIOMETRICS RESOLUTION DRAFT

· For general circulating and reference collections, the compromises of user confidentiality possible from this level of security are inappropriate and unnecessary.

· There is unease about the draft’s blanket condemnation of this technology.

· Specific libraries can have valid reasons for employing such security with special collections such as rare books.   Libraries already have tougher security policies and procedures for such collections; practices such as users must register each time they visit, materials may be used only under direct supervision of library staff, no user access to stacks, and research projects must be vetted and approved before use of materials will be allowed.   There are possibilities biometrics could be better, less onerous for users, and/or cheaper for the library than security already in place.

· In general circulating collections, the library no longer plays a “gate keeper” role.  Special collections are not the same.   In some cases they have to play that role. 

· Also, biometrics could be valid for controlling access by library staff to areas within the library.   Server rooms, areas where customer records on paper are stored, and areas where money is handled and/or stored are examples.   Staff relationships to the library and its collections are not the same as customers.  Library management has a right to know who is where in “staff only” areas of the building(s).

· Rather than attempting to re-write Council’s draft text, this Committee recommends Council do that for the above reasons.

JOINT LTD – IFC SPRING WORKSHOP

· Lansing Community College’s (LCC) Spring Break is March 6 –12.   The reasons for choosing LCC as the Spring Workshop location are not valid if LTD and IFC stay with the April 7 date we discussed during Leadership Day.   Kevin Tomlinson will contact LTD Board about changing the date.

· Topic is security for wireless applications.

· The program structure could be two keynote speakers in the morning with “break-out” sessions after lunch followed by a “wrap up” session.

· First keynote could be a general presentation of wireless security issues and why they are important.   (Similar in concept to IFC’s 2004 program, Web Privacy – A Primer, but focused specifically on just wireless applications.)

· Second keynote could be how a library addressed these issues when planning and implementing wireless access.

· Both Larry Neal (Clinton-Macomb Library) and Paul Groll (Library of Michigan) would be possibilities for either keynote speaker.   Our two presenters in 2004, Dan Lohrmann and Nora Rifon, might be possibilities for the first keynote.

· Each afternoon “break-out” session focuses on a specific topic.   Several sessions could run concurrently.   Each session repeats at least once, maybe twice if short enough.

2006 CONFERENCE PROGRAMS

Karen’s suggested program on the Internet and pornography is a good idea.

We could also attempt resurrecting Keep It On the Shelf.   The principal issue could be the primary speaker is on FMLA and not responding to e-mails through possibly February 2006.

A penal of Librarians, each discussing a real complaint made at their institution about materials in their collection and how each diffused that complaint.

More discussion needed at December’s Committee meeting.

NEXT MEETING

Thursday, December 15th at MLA offices in Lansing.

Submitted December 5, 2005

J. Randolph Call, Chair

