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—Margaret Atwood, “Spelling”  

Atwood’s novel, The Handmaid’s Tale, was challenged in 2008.
—Timothy Findley, The Wars   

The Wars was challenged in 2011.



I love my freedom to read 
whatever I want.” That 
joyous phrase has been 
doing its sassy dance in 
my head since I first saw 
Franke James’s vibrant  

illustration for Freedom to Read Week 2015. And 
I can’t think of a better way to celebrate your 
freedom to read than to dive into the bounty of 
articles served up in this year’s Freedom to Read 
review. 

Our writers have tackled some of today’s most 
challenging free expression issues. You can read 
about our featured champion of free expression, 
media lawyer Brian Rogers, the staggering failure 
of our access-to-information system, secret 
trade deals, controversy over library collections, 
imprisoned journalists, book challenges and 
much more.

You will also learn about an issue that is 
playing an increasingly significant role in 
Canadians’ lives: electronic surveillance. Read 
Bill Kowalski’s sobering account of the extent to 
which our online activities are being watched. 
Enjoy Mark Leiren-Young’s mischievous take on 
the impact of surveillance on writers. Find out 
what Hilary McLaughlin learned in her review 
of Julia Angwin’s book Dragnet Nation: A Quest 
for Privacy, Security, and Freedom in a World of 
Relentless Surveillance. And check out talented 
high school student Leslie Riahñezas’s helpful 
guide to protecting your online privacy in the 
“Get Involved” section.

In addition, journalist Mark Bourrie takes a 
hard look at the obstacles confronting anyone 
who attempts to gain access to government 

information. Groundwood publisher Sheila 
Barry shares her philosophy and passion for 
children’s books. And science librarian John 
Dupuis takes us behind the scenes in Canada’s 
federal library system.

After you’ve feasted on these stories, we 
challenge you to take the quiz in the “Get 
Involved” section to find out how you rate as 
a free expression expert. Whatever your score, 
we’ve got lots of resources so you can learn 
more, get involved and thoroughly celebrate 
your freedom to read!

 —Julie Payne, Editor
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The Book and Periodical Council is the 
umbrella organization for Canadian  
associations that are or whose members  
are primarily involved with the writing,  
editing, translating, publishing, producing, 
distributing, lending, marketing, reading  
and selling of written words. 

BOOK AND PERIODICAL      COUNCIL

 Dans notre site Internet, vous trouverez une compilation  
de plus de 150 auteur-es francophones ou documents  
disponibles en français qui ont été l’objet d’attaques  

depuis 1930 au Canada. L’écrivain Charles Montpetit, lui-même  
frappé de plusieurs interdictions, relate les circonstances entourant  
chacun des cas, et invite le public à lui en signaler d’autres en  
prévision de futures mises à jour. 
www.freedomtoread.ca/censorship-in-canada/index

Bienvenue aux francophones!

To Order Reviews and Posters
The Freedom to Read kit (review plus folded poster) may be ordered  
from the Book and Periodical Council for $16.50 plus shipping,  
handling and HST. Orders for 10 kits or more, shipped to a single  
address, receive a 20 per cent discount and may be accompanied  
by a purchase order. Flat, rolled, full-colour posters are available  
for $10.00 plus shipping, handling and HST (GST/HST#R106801889).  
All orders are non-refundable.
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www.facebook.com/FreedomToReadWeek   

P O S I T I O N  S T A T E M E N T

FREEDOM OF EXPRESSION AND FREEDOM TO READ
A statement of the basic tenets of the Freedom of Expression Committee  
of the Book and Periodical Council

“Everyone has the following fundamental freedoms . . .  
thought, belief, opinion, and expression.”

                                                             —Canadian Charter of Rights and Freedoms

Freedom of expression is a fundamental right of all Canadians, and freedom to read 
is part of that precious heritage. Our Committee, representing member organizations 
and associations of the Book and Periodical Council, reaffirms its support of this 
vital principle and opposes all efforts to suppress writing and silence writers. Words 
and images in their myriad configurations are the substance of free expression.

The freedom to choose what we read does not, however, include the freedom to  
choose for others. We accept that courts alone have the authority to restrict reading  
material, a prerogative that cannot be delegated or appropriated. Prior restraint 
demeans individual responsibility; it is anathema to freedom and democracy.

As writers, editors, publishers, book manufacturers, distributors, retailers and 
librarians, we abhor arbitrary interpretations of the law and other attempts to limit 
freedom of expression. 

We recognize court judgements; otherwise, we oppose the detention, seizure, 
destruction or banning of books and periodicals—indeed, any effort to deny, repress 
or sanitize. Censorship does not protect society; it smothers creativity and precludes 
open debate of controversial issues.
Endorsed by the Book and Periodical Council 
February 5, 1997
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Toronto School Trustees 
Reject Confucius Institute
On October 29, 2014, the Toronto 
District School Board voted to cancel 
plans to open a Confucius Institute.

The institutes, which are funded 
and controlled by the Chinese gov-
ernment, teach Chinese language and 
culture. Hundreds of them operate 
on six continents and several exist in 
Canada.

In Toronto, school trustees and 
parents feared that the Confucius 
Institute would use censored publica-
tions and lessons to spread Chinese 
government propaganda.

Earlier in October, hundreds of 
protesters stood outside the board’s 
headquarters while trustees heard 
from delegates who spoke for and 
against the Confucius Institute.

Critics of the institutes include the 
Friends of Tibet, Falun Gong practi-
tioners and the Canadian Association 
of University Teachers.

In Hamilton, McMaster University 
closed its Confucius Institute in 2013. 
But other Canadian schools—includ-
ing Montreal’s Dawson College and 
the University of Regina—say their 
Confucius Institutes pose no threat to 
academic freedom.

ASL19 Nominated for 
Human Rights Award
A group of Iranian-Canadian activists 
in Toronto who seek freer Internet 
access in Iran was nominated for a 
Dutch human rights award.

ASL19 was shortlisted as a pos-
sible winner of the Human Rights 
Tulip, an annual award given by the 
Netherlands’ Ministry of Foreign 
Affairs. The award is worth €100,000 
($141,500) and was presented on 
December 9, 2014.

ASL19 is the Farsi acronym for 
Article 19, the section of the United 
Nations’ Universal Declaration of 
Human Rights that enshrines free-
dom of expression.

The group devises technologies 
that help people in Iran overcome 
censorship and evade surveillance. 
An estimated 1.3 million people use 
the group’s tools to see censored 
websites.

Ali Karimzadeh Bangi, the current 
director, founded ASL19 in 2009. The 
group is affiliated with the University 
of Toronto’s Citizen Lab.

Think Tank Grades Free 
Speech in Universities
The Justice Centre for Constitutional 
Freedoms (JCCF) of Calgary released 
its 2014 Campus Freedom Index 
on September 29, 2014. The report 
measures free speech at 52 Canadian 
public universities.

The report praises five universities 
for upholding the free exchange of 
ideas: Ryerson University, Simon 
Fraser University, St. Thomas 
University, the University of King’s 
College and the University of 
Lethbridge.

The report also praises five student 
unions for defending free speech: 
the Acadia University Students’ 
Union, the Brock University Students’ 

Union, the Carleton University 
Students Association, the Northern 
Undergraduate Students Society 
and the University of Saskatchewan 
Students’ Union.

However, almost half of the 52 
universities stifled student expression 
on campus and failed to protect free 
expression rights, the report says.

University Omits Book 
Announcement from 
Website
In September 2014, the Université du 
Québec en Outaouais (UQO) broke 
with custom and refused to announce 
the launch of a new book on the 
university’s website.

Tisser le fil rouge (Weave the Red 
Thread), published in September 
2014, focuses on the Maple Spring 
student protests in Gatineau 
in 2012. The editors—Francine 
Sinclair, Stéphanie Demers and Guy 
Bellemare—teach at UQO.

The university chose to “avoid pub-
lishing partisan and militant informa-
tion on the student conflict,” said one 
UQO administrator in Le Devoir.

Tisser le fil rouge also mentions four 
complaints that are going through 
labour arbitration. The university 
stated that it must not comment on 
the book to respect the legal process.

The teachers’ union said that the 
work-related complaints have noth-
ing to do with the student protests 
and that the teachers’ labour agree-
ment includes the right to publicly 
criticize administrative decisions.

Anti-Censorship Activist 
and Bookseller Dies
Jim Deva, one of Canada’s leading 
fighters for the freedom to read, died 
in Vancouver on September 21, 2014.

Deva co-owned Little Sister’s Book 
& Art Emporium. The store, which 
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opened in Vancouver in 1983, special-
ized in the sale of books and maga-
zines with gay and lesbian themes.

Deva quickly found himself in a 
conflict with Canada Customs. Border 
guards classified gay and lesbian 
publications as obscene and illegal, 
and frequently delayed, damaged and 
destroyed Little Sister’s imports.

In 1990, Deva and his partner filed 
a lawsuit in the Supreme Court of 
British Columbia. They challenged 
the Canadian government’s consti-
tutional authority to censor publica-
tions at the border.

In 2000, the lawsuit reached the 
Supreme Court of Canada. The court 
ordered Canada Customs to stop 
singling out Little Sister’s for special 
treatment, but upheld the govern-
ment’s authority to censor obscene 
publications.

When Canada Customs’ censorship 
of Little Sister’s imports continued, 
Deva returned to the courts to stop 
the censorship. In 2007, a lack of 
funds forced him to abandon the 
effort.

“He was an inspiration to 
Vancouver and all Canadians,” 
said Mayor Gregor Robinson. “His 
irrepressible courage and tireless 
advocacy for equal rights and free 
expression played an enormous role 
in shaping the city that Vancouver is 
today.”

More than a thousand people 
attended Deva’s funeral. 

Racist Webmaster Jailed
In Ottawa, a court dismissed the 
appeal of a white supremacist and 
sent him to jail for 30 days.

On September 9, 2014, the Federal 
Court of Appeal ruled on the case of 
Terry Tremaine. The judges agreed 
that Tremaine was ignoring an order 
to stop posting hateful messages on 
the Internet.

Tremaine, who lives in Regina, 
operated the website of the National 
Socialist Party of Canada. On this 
website and another, he described 

Jews and non-white minorities as 
vermin, parasites, criminals and liars.

In 2007, a tribunal of the Canadian 
Human Rights Commission first 
ordered Tremaine to stop posting 
such messages because they tended 
to expose racial minorities to hatred 
or contempt. He was fined $4,000.

Priest’s Death Ends 
Defamation Lawsuit
The death of a Roman Catholic priest 
in Quebec ended a long doctrinal 
dispute that wound up in court.

Raymond Gravel, 61, died in a  
hospital northeast of Montreal on 
August 11, 2014. He and LifeSiteNews 
(LSN), a conservative Christian news 
agency, had been feuding for years.

During his life, Gravel criticized the 
Roman Catholic Church’s orthodox 
positions on abortion, homosexuality, 
contraception and the ordination of 
married people. He also served as a 
Bloc Québécois MP from 2006 to 2008.

LSN published numerous articles 
that criticized Gravel’s deviations 
from Roman Catholic orthodoxy and 
his decision to remain a priest while 
serving as an MP. Gravel said that he 
remained faithful to church doctrine.

Finally, in 2010, Gravel launched 
a defamation lawsuit against LSN. 
He claimed that the news agency’s 
reportage had damaged his reputa-

tion. In court, he demanded $500,000 
in damages.

LSN rejected the charge. “In our 
reporting on Gravel, we were very 
careful only to repeat exactly what 
he said,” said John-Henry Westen, 
the editor-in-chief, in February 2013. 
“There was no animosity toward 
him.”

In a court filing, LSN described 
Gravel’s lawsuit as “an extreme attack 
on freedom of the press and freedom 
of speech.” But in 2013, a judge in 
Quebec rejected LSN’s attempt to 
have the lawsuit dismissed as an 
abuse of the court.

B.C. Court Orders 
Worldwide Ban on  
Group of  Websites
In Vancouver, a judge ordered Google 
Inc., the world’s largest search engine, 
to block access to a group of commer-
cial websites around the world.

Madam Justice Lauri Ann Fenlon 
issued the extraordinary order in the 
Supreme Court of British Columbia 
on June 13, 2014. The websites belong 
to Datalink Technologies Gateways 
Inc.

The judge and Google disputed 
whether a B.C. court had the  
jurisdictional authority to issue  
such an order. Google’s head office  
is in California, but the company  
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does business in British Columbia.
Google warned that courts in other 

countries might follow Fenlon’s 
example and try to impose local bans 
on search results around the world. 
Google was granted the opportunity 
to appeal on July 23, 2014.

The website ban emerged during 
a dispute between two companies. 
Equustek Solutions Inc. obtained 
court orders related to its lawsuit that 
claim Datalink stole a product design, 
copied it and sold it on the web. 
Equustek wants to make Datalink’s 
websites inaccessible everywhere. 

Franklin Carter is a freelance editor 
in Toronto. He has been on the BPC’s 
Freedom of Expression Committee 
since 1996.

International  
By Julie Payne

Burmese Journalist Killed 
During Detention
The Burmese media are shocked at 
the killing of freelance journalist Aung 
Kyaw Naing. He was shot while in 
military custody on October 4, 2014. 

The Burmese Army acknowledged 
on October 23, 2014, that the journal-
ist had been killed. He was arrested 
on September 30, 2014, as he covered 
fighting between the army and rebels 
in southeast Burma (Myanmar).

The army made the announcement 
after requests for information about 
Aung Kyaw Naing came from his wife, 
Ma Thandar, international press free-
dom organizations and the interim 
Press Council.

The army said that Aung Kyaw 
Naing had been shot during an 
escape attempt when he tried to seize 
a soldier’s gun. 

After first refusing, the Kyaikmayaw 
Township Police opened an inves-
tigation into the journalist’s death 
and exhumed the body. The corpse 
appeared to show signs of severe 
torture, an eyewitness reported.

The Myanmar National Human 
Rights Commission is also investigat-
ing.

Aung Kyaw Naing, 49, was also 
known as Ko Par Gyi. He formerly 
worked as a bodyguard for Burmese 
opposition leader Aung San Suu Kyi.

Russia Bans Obscenities  
in Media and Arts
Russian President Vladimir Putin 
has banned profanity in journalism, 
music, film, theatre and other cultural 
activities. The law went into effect on 
July 1, 2014.

Individuals convicted of using 
profanity could be fined 2,000–3,000 
rubles ($50–$75); organizations could 
pay up to 200,000 rubles ($4,986). 
Books containing obscenities require 
warnings on their covers.

One Russian punk band named 
Leningrad has found a creative way 
to circumvent the law. The band 
replaces obscene words with accept-
able words with the same meaning.

This law is just one in a series 
of laws curtailing free speech in 
Russia. Previously enacted legislation 
includes the gay propaganda law and 
the blasphemy law, both passed in 
June 2013, and the recriminalization 
of defamation in July 2012. Critics say 
the laws recall the Soviet era.

Google Must Comply with 
“Right to Forget” Law
The European Court of Justice broke 
new ground on May 13, 2014, with the 
right to forget ruling.

 The new law requires Google to 
consider requests from people living 
in the European Union to remove 
links to outdated online information, 
including their names.

Spanish lawyer Mario Costeja 
González initiated the case. He 
wanted links deleted to a 16-year-old 
newspaper story about his home’s 
foreclosure.

The ruling appears to pit the public’s 
right to gather information against 

the privacy rights of individuals. 
The new law could create a vast 

amount of work for the search engine 
giant. Google launched a removal 
request process on May 29, 2014; it 
reportedly received 12,000 requests  
on its first day.

Google has promised to review each 
request case by case. In its online 
transparency report, Google says that 
since May 29 it has received 165,818 
requests and has removed 58.3 per 
cent of URLs requested.

The statistics were viewed on 
November 11, 2014.

Turkish Minister Provokes 
Laughing Protest
Turkish Deputy Prime Minister Bülent 
Arınç sparked an unusual protest 
when he said that women should not 
laugh out loud in public.

Turkish women quickly flooded 
social media with selfies of them-
selves smiling and laughing.

Arınç spoke about moral corrup-
tion on July 28, 2014, at the end of 
Ramadan. “Where are our girls, who 
slightly blush, lower their heads and 
turn their eyes away when we look at 
their face, becoming the symbol of 
chastity?” he said.

Pervin Buldan, the deputy  
parliamentary head of the Peoples’ 
Democratic Party, joined the protest. 
“From now on, we will respond to all 
statements by Arınç by laughing,” she 
tweeted. 

FREEDOM TO READ 2015  |  7

In Turkey, laughing female protesters post selfies on the Internet.

ftr 2015



By Julie Payne
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Brian MacLeod Rogers

Just Cause
Among a small handful of dedicated lawyers expanding the envelope of free expression 
in the media, Brian has consistently been at the forefront of arguments at the Supreme 
Court and elsewhere.                     —IVOR SHAPIRO, CHAIR OF RYERSON UNIVERSITY’S SCHOOL OF JOURNALISM

I
f you want to learn about 
the evolution of Canadian 
free expression law over 
the past 30 years, there 
is no better place to look 
than the career of lawyer 
Brian MacLeod Rogers.

Brian’s reputation 
as a champion of free 

expression is built on a rock-solid 
foundation. His career encompasses 
defamation and libel law, journalists’ 
right to protect their sources and the 
principle of open courts. He has been 
a driving force behind organizations 
such as Ad IDEM/Canadian Media 
Lawyers Association and Canadian 
Journalists for Free Expression (CJFE), 
and he is tireless in his efforts to pass 
on his knowledge to new journalists 
and lawyers.

In September 2014, I met Brian 
in his downtown Toronto office 
with its impressive Bay Street view. 
After shifting a few of the towering 
stacks of files to make room for 
my laptop, I took in the bookcases 
filled with books that he has vetted 
and the many pictures of family on 
the walls. I noticed among them a 

faded certificate. Brian explained it 
commemorates the calling to the 
bar of his great-great-grandfather in 
Massachusetts in 1870. 

Brian was a natural for the law: 
his family counts five generations of 
lawyers. But after graduating from 
Queen’s University in Kingston in 
1971, he was determined to forge a 
new path.

In 1972, he sold his worldly 
possessions and headed south to 
Mexico. Travelling mainly by bus and 
improving his rusty Spanish along 
the way, he spent a year wandering 
through Central America, Colombia, 
Ecuador, Peru, Bolivia, Argentina and 
Chile.

It was the perfect antidote to the 
ivory tower, but his money finally ran 
out and he returned to Canada. He 
tried his hand at various jobs, includ-
ing a three-month stint at CBC Radio. 
Journalism was starting to feel like the 
right fit, but as a backup he applied to 
and was accepted by the University of 
Toronto’s law school. He specialized 
in media law. Upon graduating, he 
went to work full time for The Globe 
and Mail.

But the job didn’t feel right. He 
lacked confidence in his abilities as 
a journalist, and he wasn’t sure the 
newsroom gave him the freedom he 
craved.

And so Brian returned to the law. He 
was called to the Ontario Bar in 1979 
and soon began working at Blake, 
Cassels &  Graydon, a Toronto-based 
firm that specialized in media law. 
His timing was fortuitous: on April 17, 
1982, the Canadian Charter of Rights 
and Freedoms was signed into law. It 
would have a seismic impact.

Making 
Waves

S
ignificant for Brian, and for 
all Canadians concerned 
with free expression, is the 
Charter’s Section 2(b) which 
guarantees Canadians 
the fundamental right to 
“freedom of thought, belief, 

opinion and expression, including 



freedom of the press and other media 
of communication.” 

Within a week of the Charter 
coming into force, Brian had his first 
Charter case. Doctors at Toronto’s 
Hospital for Sick Children were 
charged with misconduct in the death 
of eight-year-old patient Steven Luz. 
Brian used the Charter to successfully 
fight for a public hearing. 

Brian recalls the experience vividly: 
“I felt like I was a surf rider riding  
this very exciting wave of Charter 
litigation.” 

The Charter was a game changer. 
Lawyers could, for the very first time 
in Canada, argue a case not only 
on previous case law but also on 
first principles. Overnight, lawyers 
gained access to new tools that they 
would use to shape and build the free 
expression laws we enjoy today.

Over the next three decades, Brian 
worked on many landmark free 
expression cases. Some of the most 
important involved libel and defama-
tion law. Today, Brian is regarded as a 
leading expert in this area, which he 
describes as “the invisible hand  
of censorship.”

In Canada, there’s a balance 
between the citizens’ right to free 
expression and the defamation and 
libel laws that protect citizens against 
the spread of false information that 
could damage their reputations. At 
stake is the need for citizens to be 
able to discuss and criticize people, 
corporations and governments  
without fear of excessive retribution.

In 1995, Brian represented  
interveners in Hill v. Scientology 
which reached the Supreme Court 
of Canada. The case was a first and 
disappointing attempt to use the 
Charter in common libel law.

Brian explains that “it created  
a right to reputation where none 
existed in the Charter and made 
it equal to the specific protection 
offered to freedom of expression.” 
However, by affirming that the 

Charter did apply to common libel 
law, the court’s decision opened  
the door to future cases.

More than a decade would  
pass before Brian got the perfect 
opportunity to push for revolutionary 
change. He gathered together media 
organizations to intervene in two 
important cases: Quan v. Cusson 
and Grant v. Torstar. In both cases, 
he would argue for a new respon-
sible journalism defence before the 
Supreme Court of Canada. 

In the first case, Danno Cusson, 
an Ontario Provincial Police officer, 
sued Douglas Quan, a reporter for 

the Ottawa Citizen, for defamation. 
Shortly after the 9/11 attacks, Cusson 
had travelled with his pet dog Ranger 
to New York City to help. Quan’s three 
newspaper articles about Cusson 
claimed that he had misrepresented 
himself as an RCMP officer who was 
trained in search and rescue.

In the second case, Peter Grant, a 
businessman in Ontario, sued the 
Toronto Star for defamation. Grant 
had planned to build a private golf 
course on his estate. Bill Schiller’s 
newspaper article noted that Grant’s 
neighbours had claimed that Grant’s 
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political connections would influence 
the approval of the development 
plans.

On December 22, 2009, the 
Supreme Court of Canada ruled on 
the cases, created a new defence of 
responsible communication and 
brought Canada’s libel law into line 
with the rest of the Commonwealth. 
It was a victory for free expression 
advocates. The decision changed the 
focus from a statement’s truth to the 
intention of the writer and the efforts 
taken to report matters of public 
interest in a responsible and ethical 
manner.

“You need a flow of information 
and it doesn’t have to be perfect to be 
valuable in a democracy,” Brian says.

Lawyer Daniel Henry, who attended 
law school with Brian, believes that 
his work on these defamation cases 
is one of his greatest contributions to 
free expression. “His arguments have 
had a lasting impact on the law.” 

By the late 1990s, Brian had 
left Blake, Cassels & Graydon to 
pursue “non-billable things that 
I thought were important.” He 
set up an independent practice 
working for publishers and smaller 
news organizations, including The 

Hamilton Spectator. The case of Ken 
Peters came to his attention.

In 1995, Peters, a Spectator journal-
ist, had written a story about poor 
conditions at a nursing home. In 
2004, when he was asked to name 
a confidential source in Ontario’s 
Superior Court, Peters refused. Justice 
David S. Crane held him in contempt 

and fined him $31,600. Brian Rogers, 
who represented Peters, described the 
ruling as “devastating.”

The ability to keep their sources 
confidential is critical to journalists. 
Without it, journalists believe that 
whistleblowers would not come 
forward in matters of public inter-
est. Confidential sources have been 
behind some of the media’s most 
important stories, including the 
Watergate and Liberal sponsorship 
scandals.

Brian was determined to prove that 
the judge had made a bad decision. 
Perhaps most importantly, the judge 
had failed to consider the journal-
ist’s right to protect a confidential 
source against the trial’s need for the 
evidence. In March 2008, the Ontario 
Court of Appeal agreed and struck 
down the contempt charge and fine. 
Peters was vindicated.

Jim Poling, the Spectator’s manag-
ing editor, explains why this case was 
so important to Brian. “He’s fighting 
in the public interest. He wants 
stories told.”

This philosophy is also evident in 
Brian’s pre-publication work. He helps 
journalists, documentary filmmakers 
and writers prepare for publication 
and broadcast while minimizing their 

risk of being successfully sued.
Poling says that Brian is not only 

a great lawyer, but also an excellent 
editor and journalist. “His approach 
is, what story do you want to tell and 
we’ll find a way to tell it. He truly 
believes in truth, justice and jour-
nalism and building a better society.” 

Brian is humble about his successes 

inside and outside the courtroom. 
“I’ve been very fortunate,” he says. He 
smiles and his eyebrows (fantastical 
appendages that make him resemble 
Santa Claus) rise slightly. “I’ve had 
clients who have paid me to do the 
stuff I care about.”

Building 
Blocks

D
espite his many 
courtroom victories, 
some of his colleagues 
believe that his most 
important contribu-
tions to free expression 
lie elsewhere. In 1994, 

Brian, along with Daniel Henry and 
Marc-André Blanchard (now a justice 
in the Superior Court of Quebec),  
co-founded Ad IDEM/Canadian 
Media Lawyers Association.

Ad IDEM, which means “meeting 
of the minds,” brings together media 
lawyers from across the country to 
discuss and debate the latest develop-
ments in law and free expression. 
Although Ad IDEM’s work on legisla-
tion and major law cases has been 
significant, Brian believes that it most 
importantly “provides a chance for 
lawyers to get to know each other, so 
they feel comfortable picking up the 
phone and talking to lawyers across 
the country. Those lines of communi-
cation have been invaluable.”

Brian also contributes to the free 
expression community in other ways. 
For many years, he was a valued 
member of the board and commit-
tees of CJFE, and for more than 20 
years he has taught media law and 
ethics at Toronto’s Ryerson School of 
Journalism. Ivor Shapiro, the school’s 
chair, explains that Brian not only 
teaches pro bono, but also provides 
free legal advice to the school and its 
students.

His approach is, what story do you want  
to tell and we’ll find a way to tell it.  
He truly believes in truth, justice and  
journalism and building a better society.

JUST CAUSE CONTINUED FROM PAGE 9
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Shapiro praises the lawyer for his 
commitment. “Your instinct is to 
protect them [volunteers like Brian] 
and to feel bad about asking for their 
time. ... You’re taking away billable 
hours. I never ever feel that way with 
Brian. He just makes it clear that he 
wants you to call and ask him stuff. 
... I’ve never heard of him refusing a 
request to talk with a student.”

Brian also finds time to work on 
parliamentary committees—most 
recently the three-member Ontario 
Advisory Panel on Legislation Against 
SLAPPs (strategic litigation against 
public participation). He is also a 
member of the Media Law Resource 
Center, an international organization 
based in the United States.

Despite his demanding workload, 
Brian doesn’t exactly kick back during 
downtime. He enjoys spending time 
with his wife, Jessica Hill, and two 
adult children at their farm north of 
Toronto. He relaxes by cycling, sea 
kayaking, fly-fishing, mushroom 
hunting and back-country skiing.

Jim Poling says, “He knows his 
Criminal Code, his legal definitions 
and his fly hatches.”

After more than 35 years of work 
 in the law, Brian is not slowing down. 
He’s defending Dale Askey, a librarian 
who works at McMaster University  
in Hamilton, in a libel lawsuit. In 
2010, while working in Kansas, Askey 
criticized the Edwin Mellen Press 
in New York State on a blog post. 
Herbert Richardson, the company’s 
founder, is suing him in Ontario for 
$3.5 million.

Brian is quietly confident about the 
lawsuit, despite its glacial pace, and 
believes absolutely that Askey is the 
person wronged.

At the end of our interview, Brian 
pauses thoughtfully. “The moments 
of doing battle are fewer,” he says. 
“There’s some great investigative 
reporting going on, but it seems 
like there’s less. There are fewer 
journalists covering the courts. This 
naturally leads to fewer battles. We’ve 

accomplished a lot, but we shouldn’t 
sit back on our laurels. There are lots 
more battles left.”

Canadians are fortunate to have an 
advocate like Brian MacLeod Rogers: 

brilliant, steadfast and dedicated to 
the cause of free expression. 
Julie Payne is the editor of Freedom 
to Read. In past years, she and Rogers 
worked together at CJFE in Toronto.

Lightning Round: Brian Rogers
What is your favourite word? “Freedom.”

What is your least favourite word? “Prison.”

What word do you hope people would use to describe you? 

“Compassionate.”

What sound do you love? “The call of sandhill cranes at dawn.”

What sound do you hate? “Jackhammer.”

What is your favourite curse word? “Fuck.”

What profession other than yours would you like to attempt? 

“Wilderness guide.”

What profession would you not like to do? “Prison guard.”

If you could invite to dinner any famous person from history,  

who would it be? “Albert Einstein.”

Where is your favourite place on earth? “The top of just  

about any mountain on a clear day.”

1. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

5. 

6. 

7. 

8. 

9. 

10. 
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Brian Rogers flying out to go back-country skiing. Photo by Dwight Davies



By Mark Bourrie

M
ost Canadians think Canada has a freedom of 
information law. They’d be surprised to learn 
that they don’t.

In fact, Canada has an Access to Information 
Act. And it isn’t based on the idea that govern-

ment information is public property. Every year, journalists, 
researchers, lawyers and others seeking government infor-
mation face tougher challenges to obtain information owned 
by the people of Canada.

In a capital run by a government obsessed with secre-
cy and information control, much of the stonewalling 
is done by Stephen Harper’s Conservative operatives. 
The Conservatives have not only gagged federal sci-
entists and forced the public service to vet releases of 
information to the media through the prime minister’s 
political staff, but also ensured the bureaucracy won’t 
or can’t hand over information to the public.

Ministerial staffers, appointed by the prime 
minister, and political operatives in his office have 
made it even tougher to get government data since 
Harper took power in 2006.

In her 2014 annual report, Information 
Commissioner Suzanne Legault found that three 
political staffers were involved in “systemic interfer-
ence” with access to information requests.

“These staffers inserted themselves in various ways into a 
process that was designed to be carried out in an objective 
manner by public servants. Consequently, the rights con-
ferred under the Act were compromised,” she wrote.

The Access to Information Act prohibits people from 
directing, proposing, counselling or causing any person to 
conceal a government record. No person has yet been con-
victed under the section which carries a maximum penalty of 
$10,000 and two years in jail.

Legault wanted to call in the RCMP, but in the circular 
logic of the access-to-information system, the department of 
Public Works and Government Services where the interfer-
ence had taken place, had the final say.

Not surprisingly, the minister said no.

After all, these were his political aides. In the end, an 
investigation by the RCMP might not have made a differ-

ence. The RCMP is notoriously, perhaps deliberately, inept 
when it comes to investigating anything with political 

overtones. 

Information commissioners have complained for 
years about foot-dragging in the bureaucracy and a 
culture of secrecy in Ottawa. In the 2009–10 annual 
report, the information commissioner warned of 
“inappropriate use of time extensions and the increase 

in time-consuming consultations among institutions.” 
“Over the past decade, there has been a steady decline in 

  System 
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two important measures of access to government informa-
tion,” she said in her 2010–11 report. “In terms of disclosure, 
fewer than one-fifth of all requests currently result in all 
information being released.”

By 2013, departments were no less secretive. And with 
budget cuts, they could now plead poverty as an excuse for 
foot-dragging.

“One organization was so understaffed it could not 
acknowledge access requests until months after receiving 
them, and even then could not say when it would be 
able to provide a response,” Legault said in her 2012–13 
annual report. “Another took an extension of more than 
three years for responding to an access request.”

Departments and agencies were being merged and 
reorganized, and no one was in charge of handling 
old information requests. Complaints in 2013–14 were 
up by 30 per cent over the previous year. The year 
before, Legault warned there are “unmistakable signs 
of significant deterioration” in the federal access-to-
information system, a gentle way of saying the wheels 
had fallen off.

“What is required is leadership, most notably on 
the part of the government and the individual insti-
tutions that respond to access requests,” Legault 
concluded. “Ministers and officials at the highest levels must 
regularly and vigorously promote the intent and spirit of the 

Access to Information Act, to foster a culture of openness in 
their organizations and to communicate the importance of 
meeting their obligations under the law.”

Government cuts to the public service are a big part of 
the problem. Access to information, which is rarely a prior-
ity that the federal bureaucracy embraces with enthusiasm, 
tends to suffer when jobs are lost and work is consolidated.

Treasury Board president Tony Clement went to bat for 
the government, saying in a press release “there has never 
been a time when Canadians have had so much access to 
government information.” Legault disputed that statement, 
saying: “I think that there’s lots of work to be done in order to 
be considered a transparent government.”

Even some former Conservative staffers realize how bad 
the system has become.

Guy Giorno was a top aide to Ontario premier Mike Harris 
and Harper’s former chief of staff. Now he’s one of the 

Conservative Party of Canada’s lawyers and a partner with 
the Ottawa office of law firm Fasken Martineau DuMoulin 
LLP.

In his new line of work, Giorno often uses the access-
to-information system, and he’s changed his tune about 
information control. In 2013, Giorno told a Canadian Bar 
Association (CBA) seminar about the troubles he faced 

trying to get information out of the Mounties. 
The RCMP refused to acknowledge it had even 

received his information request. The police wouldn’t 
give the application a file number that Giorno could use 
to check the request. When Giorno appealed his case to 
the information commissioner, her office said she couldn’t 
do anything unless Giorno could give her a file number.

The runaround was complete.
“This is actually outrageous,” Giorno told his fellow 

lawyers. “I’m all for giving the commissioner additional 
jurisdiction to issue orders, but this idea that an institution 
would be able to set the limits on jurisdiction—is that a 
resource issue? Is that a training issue?”

Giorno also wants more access to cabinet ministers’ 
documents, especially after the Privy Council Office told 
the information commissioner not to show them to him. 
Harper’s government argues that the salaries, titles and duties 
of ministers’ staff and a lot of other information about minis-
ters’ offices should be exempt from the Access to Information 
Act. In addition, Giorno wants the information commissioner 
to be given the power to issue legally enforceable orders.

“It’s got to be fixed. ... All sorts of information that nobody 
would ever think should be withheld from the public is 
simply inaccessible,” Giorno told the CBA conference.  

When a reporter asked Giorno why he believed govern-
ment officials were trying to hide information, he answered: 
“Because I worked for 10 years in government.”

“In recent years, we’ve seen an increase in the use of 
‘cabinet confidences’ as an excuse to withhold or censor 
information,” Parliament Hill reporter Mike De Souza, 
who specializes in using the access-to-information system, 
said at a Canadian Association of Journalists workshop in 
September 2014.

He says people who use the Access to Information Act 
should be prepared to fight for the information they want. 
Reporters struggled for a year after the Lac-Mégantic disas-
ter to get statistics on rail safety, constantly trying to find 
ways around roadblocks thrown up by federal bureaucrats.

“Don’t be afraid to make complaints about administrative 
delays. And file the complaint to the information commis-
sioner,” he said. “If you don’t complain, no one will know 
there’s a problem and no one will fix it.” 
Mark Bourrie is an Ottawa writer and historian. His new 
book Kill the Messengers: Stephen Harper’s Assault on Your 
Right to Know was published by Patrick Crean Editions of 
HarperCollinsCanada in January 2015.

In terms of disclosure,
fewer than one-fifth of all 
requests currently result
in all information being 
released.  —SUZANNE LEGAULT, 2010–11 ANNUAL REPORT
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Is anything private?
A few months ago, I was asked to  

fill out a survey from the Writers’ 
Union of Canada about spying and 
harassment. The union was asking 
writers whether living in a surveil-
lance society was having an impact 
on their work.

Back in the days when dial-up 
Internet access still seemed cool, my 
friend Steve Westren was working on 
a TV series for the Comedy Network 
and making fun of the strangest and 
perviest stuff on the Internet. At the 
time, he joked that the government 
must have an interesting file on him. 
At least I think he was joking. Today 
the people I know assume that if they 

write or say anything online or on the 
phone that could work as a plot point 
in an episode of 24, a real-life Jack 
Bauer will show up at their doors to 
waterboard them.

In the Facebook era, espionage is 
redundant. All spies have to do is 
read about where we are, and when, 
and then outsource the data analysis 
to India. Facebook can read not only 
your posts but also everything that 
you type into its system and erase 
before you come to your senses. 
That’s not data mining, that’s data 
fracking. 

If Facebook can do that, it’s tough 
to believe Gmail can’t. And when 
Google can do something, it’s only a 
matter of time before the government 
figures it out.

I gather some guy named Edward 

Snowden said something about this. 
I was going to watch his TED Talk on 
YouTube but didn’t want to set off a 
red alert somewhere.

So now I wonder. Are there people 
out there who still think anything  
they do anywhere is off the record?

I’m guessing that the best way  
to make sure your information 
remains secret is to publish it,  
blog it, vlog it or post it on YouTube. 
To ensure your complete anonymity 
from government spies, read  
what Canada’s writers said about 
surveillance in the survey. 

Have you been spied upon by  
government or police in relation  
to your work as a writer?

I was less surprised that 5 per cent 
answered yes than that 43 per cent 
were confident or naive enough to say 

Who’s Really Reading This?
By Mark Leiren-Young
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no. I’m assuming these authors  
all write cookbooks, and not of the 
anarchist variety. Everyone else 
answered “don’t know” or “uncertain” 
or “I’m sure I was just imagining those 
clicks on my phone line.”

My dad was a journalist who 
travelled to Russia in the Cold War 
era, and he told me about mysteri-
ous sounds on the phone, strange 
late-night calls and all the stuff of spy 
movies. In those days, we knew the 
wacky Russians were eavesdropping 
on everyone, but back in the “free 
world,” if you thought someone was 
listening to your calls or reading your 
mail, you likely had a tinfoil hat to 
keep the powers that be from tapping 
into your thoughts.

These days, if a tinfoil hat would 
work, we’d all be buying them on 
eBay, although sales of the hats 
would likely be monitored even more 
carefully than our library borrowing 
habits and Amazon purchases. 

Have you been harassed by  
government or police in relation  
to your work as a writer?

Seventeen writers—7 per cent of 
the 253 who answered—said yes. 
Seven per cent may not sound like a 
lot, but 17 writers claiming they’ve 
been harassed in any country would 
normally prompt the arrival of a 
SWAT team from PEN. 

Keep in mind that of the writers 
who answered the survey, a lot really 
do write cookbooks, kids’ books, 
academic tomes and romances.

While I’m sure some writers who 
claim harassment are assuming they 
got that parking ticket because they 
voted against the Tories, there was 
a time not long ago when 17 writers 
who claimed harassment by police or 
politicians would draw protests from 
our government against whatever 
oppressive regime was responsible.

Today, do you run a freedom of 
information request on yourself to 
see if there’s a file on you? Or do 
you just hope there isn’t one so you 
don’t prompt the Canadian Security 
Intelligence Service (CSIS) to wonder 

why you’re asking and decide to tap 
your laptop?

Has your work as a writer been 
affected by concern about mass 
surveillance?

Just over 15 per cent responded, 
“Hell, yeah.”

Okay, they clicked “yes,” but this 
seems worth emphasizing.

Do you think mass surveillance 
will affect your work in the future or 
the work of other writers?

At this point, even the cookbook 
writers agreed there were some  
recipes they were reluctant to reveal 
and the kids’ writers confessed 
there were some things little Johnny 
and Jagrati would never get to read 
because just shy of 60 per cent 
answered yes. That’s not just chill-
ing, Mr. Bond; that’s shaken, stirred, 
chilled and frozen.

If you’d asked this question in 
Cold War Russia—or today in Putin’s 
Russia—I suppose people would 
answer that they were unconcerned 
because to answer otherwise would 
earn them a one-way ticket to Siberia. 
So I wonder if the 40 per cent who 
claim all is well decided it was safer 
not to trust their actual thoughts to 
a supposedly anonymous survey. 
In totalitarian regimes, when you’re 
asked how you are doing, the correct 
response is to smile and say every-
thing is just peachy keen.

How important do you think this 
issue is to the writing community?

Nearly 70 per cent declared it either 
“important” or “very important.”

We’re now living in a country 
where more than half of the surveyed 
writers’ union members are worried 
about the government having an 
impact on what they can write.

And we’re Canadians. Our Big 
Brother is still the punk cousin to the 
country that has all the high-tech spy 
tech. Imagine how American writers 
would answer this survey. Or if they’d 
answer?

On Facebook, I asked writers 
how their work was affected by the 
possibility that a government agency 

might be their most constant reader.
Several writers who work on 

environmental topics said they 
assume that everything they  
write has at least one guaranteed 
subscriber from a spy agency. Many 
writers joked, as author W.P. Kinsella 
did, “If true, it means more readers, 
and that’s what writing is all about.”

Writers who merely dip their toes  
in topical topics might be scared  
that they’re being spied on but 
offended if they aren’t. Brad Fraser, 
the controversial playwright, wrote,  
“I fucking hope they’re spying on me.”

But a writer-artist who fled a 
totalitarian regime several decades 
ago to avoid being “disappeared” told 
me privately that he always second- 
guesses what he writes and where 
or if he shares it. “Probably because 
I grew up in a dictatorship and we 
learned that anything may be used  
to harm us.”

So now it’s time for the big ques-
tion. How important is this to you?

Plan A: If you’re concerned about 
mass surveillance, you can sign 
the international Writers Against 
Mass Surveillance petition at www.
change.org/petitions/a-stand-for-
democracy-in-the-digital-age-3. 
As I write these words, more than 
220,000 people—including more 
than 500 authors and five Nobel Prize 
laureates—have already signed up 
and registered to be put on a CSIS or 
National Security Agency watch list. 

Plan B: If you’re concerned about 
the impact of mass surveillance, 
please write a private e-mail sharing 
your thoughts. Encrypt it so that  
it looks important. Be sure to use  
the names of a lot of politicians  
and a security agency or two. We  
all know somebody working for  
the government will read it.   
Mark Leiren-Young is a screenwriter, 
playwright, performer and journalist. 
He won the Leacock Medal for 
Humour for his memoir Never  
Shoot a Stampede Queen. To spy on 
Mark, visit www.leiren-young.com  
or @leirenyoung.

Who’s Really Reading This?
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n a bad day in the office, I can 
feel as though my primary role 
as a children’s book publisher is 
to keep books out of children’s 
hands.

At Groundwood Books, we 
publish about 30 books from 
the 1,500 or so submissions we 
receive each year. For every book 
we contract, there are 49 others 
that won’t appear on our list.

Day after day, there I am, 
saying no. Sometimes I say no 
regretfully, simply because our 

list is so small and we just can’t publish everything that’s 
good. But I also say no to books that don’t offer an original 
approach to a given topic or genre.

I say no to books that I feel I have read a thousand times 
before. I say no to books that are morally narrow, that offer 
simplistic solutions to complex problems. I say no to books 
that condescend to children. I say no to books that use a 
hammer or another blunt instrument to deliver a message. 

I say no to books for all kinds of reasons, but I never 
say no to a book because I think its subject is inherently 
inappropriate for children. 

So enough about the books that don’t make it onto our list. 
Let me describe some of the books that Groundwood has 
published and why.

For young adults, our Groundwork Guides non-fiction 
series includes books on democracy and hiphop, but also on 
pornography, contemporary slavery, and genocide.

Our young adult fiction list includes books about LGBTQ 
issues (Jillian Tamaki and Mariko Tamaki’s Skim, Paul Yee’s 
Money Boy), books about teen pregnancy, child prostitution, 
and relationship abuse (Martha Brooks’s True Confessions of 
a Heartless Girl, Martine Leavitt’s My Book of Life by Angel, 
Elise Moser’s Lily and Taylor), books about war and survival 
(Leah Bassoff and Laura DeLuca’s Lost Girl Found, Deborah 
Ellis’s The Breadwinner), and on and on.

We know that young adults and middle readers want books 
that take serious subjects seriously, books that take them  
seriously both as readers and as people in the world. We 
know because their parents, librarians, booksellers and 
teachers tell us, and we know because less frequently—but 
often enough—children and teenagers tell us themselves.

When we turn to books for much younger readers, things 
get a bit murkier.

We are not born knowing that books can teach us counting 

Confessions
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and the alphabet, can make us laugh and can reflect our joy 
in being alive. We are not born knowing that books can offer 
comfort as well as entertainment. And we certainly aren’t 
born knowing that books can help us make sense of our 
deepest fears or most terrible experiences.

For very young children to learn all that books can do, 
adults have to read all kinds of books with them. But first, 
someone has to publish all kinds of books.

Groundwood has published picture books about chil-
dren living under oppressive political regimes (Antonio 
Skármeta’s The Composition), First Nations children being 
taken from their homes and sent to residential schools 
(Nicola Campbell’s Shi-shi-etko and Shin-chi’s Canoe) and 
children who have been maimed by war both physically and 
emotionally (Ahmad Akbarpour’s Good Night, Commander).

We published these picture books and others like them not 
because we want to frighten children or push them into the 
big world before they are ready, but because we know that 
young children are already living in the big world, whether 
we like to admit it or not, and some children are already 
frightened, at least some of the time.

We apply the same principles whether we are publishing 
a picture book on a light-hearted subject or a potentially 
difficult subject. The book should be as well written and as 
beautifully illustrated as possible. Before anything, it should 
be a work of literature and a work of art.

Whatever sequence of events it describes should be seen 
from a child’s point of view. The book should depict children 
as active participants in the story. And it should emphasize 
the fundamental human rights all children are entitled to, 
even if it also shows that sometimes those rights are not 
respected by adults.

A picture book about war does not have to solve the 
problem of war, any more than a book about annoying 
siblings needs to solve the problem of siblings. But the book 
does have to suggest to young readers that hope is possible. 
No child should finish reading a book and feel more alone 
and more afraid than she did before she started it.

It would be lovely to think that every book with something 
important to say will find its way easily to the reader who 
needs it most. But children do not necessarily know what 
books are available to be read, and the younger the child, the 
harder it can be for him to find out.

If bookstores display only bestsellers, then parents might 
not know how many other books are out there and how 
broad is the range of subjects. If parents are not regular 
library users, then their children might not know the wealth 
of material available at a public library.

Many children are not free to visit a public library or 
bookstore independently, but every child is required to go to 
school. And this is why school libraries must ensure that all 
Canadian children have access to all kinds of books. 

Like many children’s book publishers, I have a bit of mis-
sionary zeal for the importance of publishing books that will 
give children access to information or stories or insights that 
they might not be able to find elsewhere. If we don’t have 
librarians in our schools who are able to purchase these 
books and then recommend them to (or read them with) the 
children in their care, then publishers’ efforts are wasted and 
our children are deprived.

At the risk of preaching to the converted, I would like to 
close this essay with a bit of a manifesto.

 Every Canadian school 
should have a library  
and a librarian.

 School libraries should  
be open every day.

 Children should be able  
to visit the library both 
with their classes and  
on their own at recess  
or lunchtime.

 School libraries should 
contain a wide range of 
reading material on a 
wide range of subjects.

If we can say that all these conditions are met in our schools, 
then we will be able to say that Canadian children are free 
to read. But without properly staffed and properly stocked 
school libraries that are open every day, our children do not 
have freedom of access to books, they do not have freedom 
of choice in what they read, and their right to read exists only 
as an abstraction.

And while we publishers might produce the most wonder-
ful books imaginable, we will be publishing books that not 
nearly enough children are reading. 

Sheila Barry is the publisher of Groundwood Books in Toronto.
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I WOULD LIKE  
to congratulate  
the students,  
parents, and 
teachers who  
have supported  
the use of my 
book [The 
Handmaid’s Tale] 

in advanced placement courses.  
They have aligned themselves 
against the censurers, book-banners, 
and book-burners throughout the 
ages, and have stood up for open 
discussion and a free expression of 
opinion—which, last time I looked, 
was still the American way, though 
that way is under pressure.

—MARGARET ATWOOD,  
“An Open Letter from Margaret Atwood to 
the Judson Independent School District”1

IT HAS BEEN my experience that a 
vocal minority, maybe three parents 
out of a school, can get a book taken 
off the shelves. I once had a very 
upset librarian call me because three 
of my books were in trouble in her 
school district: Thomas’ Snowsuit for 
being anti-authoritarian, I Have to 
Go! for using the word “pee,” and A 
Promise Is a Promise for advocating 
Satanism. The librarian was frantic! 
“There’s an organized movement,” 
she said. I had visions of picket lines 
around schools. It turned out that 
she meant that two families in two 
different schools had made the same 
complaint about all three books.

But let’s deal with numbers that 
are not trivial. Suppose 10% of a 
population really wants a book off 
the shelves and 90% sort of like it, or 

even really like it. What then? I think 
the 10% should lose. In real life they 
often win; 0.001% can win, as long as 
they stage a sit-in on the floor of the 
principal’s office.

—ROBERT MUNSCH,  
“Letters from Canadian Writers”2

MY INITIAL THOUGHTS after 
hearing that Three Wishes was being 
challenged were around whether or 
not I had screwed up. I had wanted 
to create a book that represented 
the reality of life for kids in Israel 
and Palestine in a way that was 
respectful and not sensational, and 
I worried that, perhaps, I had not 
met that challenge. As the debate 
went on, I became glad of the way 
the discussion went. The focus was 
more on war, peace, books and what 

By Nicole Brewer

Every year, Canadian schools and libraries face dozens of challenges to books on their curriculum or in their collections. 

The most frequent objection is that the book is inappropriate for a certain age group because of sexual content or explicit 

language. But other objections can include “homosexuality,” “racism” and “the occult.” (See “What’s in a Challenge?” on page 

20 to learn more.) Many of our past articles have documented the impact of such challenges on readers—particularly young 

readers. But this year, we wanted to look at another party affected by the challenges—the authors. Read what these authors 

have to say about the experience of having their books challenged.
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we should tell our children about how 
we conduct the business of the world. 
That is always a useful discussion to 
have.

—DEBORAH ELLIS, Letter to the BPC

IN 2013, THERE WERE seven  
requests to censor books in Toronto’s 
public libraries. One title a patron 
wanted off the shelves was my 
story-poem Lizzy’s Lion, in which a 
girl keeps a pet lion in her bedroom. 
When a robber tries to steal her 
piggy-bank, the lion gobbles him up. 
The patron found this violent and 
offensive.

I was impressed by how the incident 
was handled. The Toronto Public 
Library has a review committee to 
consider such complaints, and their 
decisions are made public at the end 
of each year. In the case of Lizzy’s 
Lion, they concluded that the story 
was about finding the strength to 
stand up to bullies. So Lizzy survived, 
as did Dr. Seuss’s Hop on Pop and 
the other five targeted books. In each 
case, the committee summarized the 
complaint respectfully, and spelled 
out the reasons for its decision.

So the calls for censorship were 
dealt with in a serious, non-confron-
tational way. The library staff didn’t let 
themselves be stampeded—though I 
can imagine cases where they might 

agree, a book or video had been 
categorized inappropriately. And the 
whole process took place in the open.

Sanity. Respect. Transparency. What 
an exemplary combo!

And a postscript, which I know  
only by hearsay. Lizzy’s Lion was 
apparently challenged some years 
ago—in Alberta? California?—on the 
grounds that it promoted cannibal-
ism. I could see their point; a lion 
reading the book might easily come 
away thinking that eating people is 
natural. I hope the library sequestered 
the volume from all visiting lions.

—DENNIS LEE, Letter to the BPC

I HAVE ONE WORD to describe the 
public attacks on The Shepherd’s 
Granddaughter : exhausting. On the 
surface, book sales increased. Under 
the surface, it was akin to major sur-
gery. The book (sometimes unread) 
was unfairly labelled, and me, with it. 
My recovery from censorship surgery 
is thanks to brave librarians, the Jane 
Addams and Toronto District School 
Board committees, readers, educators 
and journalists who champion access 
to information and freedom to read. 
As a result of the experience, my cur-
rent novel is a fantasy and concerns 
two worlds in conflict.

—ANNE LAUREL CARTER, Letter to the BPC

I WAS SURPRISED the first time 
because I didn’t know up until the 
challenge that my book [The Perks of 
Being a Wallflower] was being taught 
in schools. So I found out this won-
derful honor in a terrible way…. I was 
sad because you publish a book, in 
part, to end the silence about certain 
issues. But then certain people object, 
and they try to censor your book, and 
all of that is just silence. I know what 
the book has meant to certain kids 
because I’ve been getting letters from 
them for well over a decade. So every 
time this happens, I just think about 
that one kid in the community who 
could really use the book.

—STEPHEN CHBOSKY, “Stephen Chbosky 

on the Return of Perks in Chicago”3

Nicole Brewer is a writer, editor and 
micropress publisher in Toronto. She is 
the program coordinator for the Book 
and Periodical Council.
1. Excerpted from In Other Worlds: SF and the Human 
Imagination by Margaret Atwood. Copyright 2011 O.W. 
Toad Ltd. Published by Signal/McClelland & Stewart, 
a Penguin Random House Company. Reproduced by 
arrangement with the publisher. All rights reserved.

2. Excerpted from Canadian Children’s Literature, no. 68. 
Copyright 1992. Published by the Canadian Children’s 
Press and the Canadian Children’s Literature Association. 
Reproduced with permission.

3. Excerpted from an interview with Debra Lau Whelan. 
Copyright 2013. Published on August 9, 2013, on the 
blog of the National Coalition Against Censorship. 
Reproduced with permission.

The letters of Deborah Ellis, Dennis Lee and Anne Laurel 
Carter were e-mailed to the Book and Periodical Council 
in the summer of 2014. They are reproduced with 
permission.
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ftr 2015



Challenge?
What’s in a 

A challenge is an attempt —sometimes successful, sometimes not  —
to remove a publication from the public eye.

WHAT IS A CHALLENGE?

These challenges  
may occur within  

schools and libraries,  
in the courts, in bookstores  

or at the border where Canada  
Customs agents have the right  

to block the importation of  
controversial materials. There 

is no accurate accounting  
of all the publications that  

have been successfully  
challenged.

ARE BOOKS & 
MAGAZINES 
CHALLENGED?➧WHY   

MOST COMMON REASONS CITED WHEN BOOKS & MAGAZINES ARE CHALLENGED

• THE ADVENTURES OF HUCKLEBERRY FINN  
by Mark Twain, “racism”

• THE CATCHER IN THE RYE  
by J.D. Salinger, “offensive language” 

• THE DIVINERS by Margaret Laurence,   
“offensive language,” “sexual content”

• LIVES OF GIRLS AND WOMEN  
by Alice Munro, “sexual content”

• TO KILL A MOCKINGBIRD by Harper Lee, “racism” 
• THE WARS by Timothy Findley,  

“sexual content,” “violence”
• THE ABSOLUTELY TRUE DIARY OF A PART-TIME  

INDIAN by Sherman Alexie, “sexual content,”  
“age inappropriate,” “offensive language,” “racism”

• AND TANGO MAKES THREE by Peter Parnell and  
Justin Richardson, “age inappropriate,” “homosexuality”

• CAPTAIN UNDERPANTS SERIES by Dav Pilkey,  
“age inappropriate,” “offensive language”

• THE HANDMAID’S TALE by Margaret Atwood,  
“violence,” “sexual content”

• THE PERKS OF BEING A WALLFLOWER by Stephen  
Chbosky, “pornographic,” “vulgar”

• LIZZIE’S LION by Dennis Lee, “violence” 
• HARRY POTTER SERIES by J.K. Rowling,  

“occult,” “witchcraft,” “age inappropriate”
• THREE WISHES by Deborah Ellis, “age inappropriate”
• NOIR CANADA by Alain Deneault et al., “libel”
• YOUNG LIONS  by Blaise Larmee,  

“explicit sexual content”
• MACLEAN’S “racism”
• VUE WEEKLY “sexual content”
• WALLPAPER “nudity,” “sexual content”

sexual content age inappropriate racism  
violence offensive language homosexuality     
occult sexist witchcraft religious viewpoint       
         nudity  hate obscenity 

Have YOU        read these challenged books or magazines?

➷



ANYONE CAN CHALLENGE A BOOK. CHALLENGES COME FROM
By Reva Pomer and Becky Toyne





➧WHERE
ANYONE CAN CHALLENGE A BOOK. CHALLENGES COME FROM

DO CHALLENGES 
COME FROM?

library patrons parents & guardians students elected officials  

educators teaching assistants authors librarians  
customs agents corporations

➧WHAT
When a library 

 faces a challenge,  
a discussion follows.  

This discussion could take  
place among the library  
staff or it could involve  

the person who  
initiated the challenge.     

THE CHALLENGE COULD RESULT IN

NO CHANGE

RECLASSIFICATION  
(e.g., moving a book into an adult section of the library)

RESTRICTED ACCESS 

WARNING LABEL

REMOVAL FROM A LIBRARY’S  
COLLECTION OR SCHOOL CURRICULUM

HAPPENS NEXT?

T hese figures are reported by the Canadian Library  
Association and refer to Canadian public libraries.  

Reporting is voluntary. The figures should be interpreted 
as representative rather than definitive. 
Statistics represent challenges both to items  
in a library’s collection and to library policies.

How many
challenges are  

reported?

2013 

85
2012

73
2006

31





2011

101
2007

45

2010 

92
2009 

139

2008

78 ➷

GET INVOLVED
Find out about current challenges and stay 
informed. Participate in a Freedom to Read 

event in your area or organize your own event  
during Freedom to Read Week. Visit  

FREEDOMTOREAD.CA  
for more information and ideas.
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CaMPaIGN
The

T
he Conservative government of 
Prime Minister Stephen Harper 
is not exactly known for its 
admiration of evidence-based 
decision making. If anything, the 
Conservatives tend to be fans of 
decision-based evidence. They 
make their decisions and then 
fashion or suppress the evidence 
accordingly.  

The government’s assault on 
evidence is well documented. It 
includes the cancellation of the 
long-form census, the muzzling 

of scientists and the attempted shutting down of well-known 
environmental research institutes such as the Experimental 
Lakes Area and the Polar Environment Atmospheric Research 
Laboratory.

All are assaults on the creation and application of evidence. 
But equally dangerous and insidious is the assault on 
the collection, preservation and dissemination of sources 

of evidence. And how better to threaten the long-term 
availability of evidence than by undermining the library and 
archival infrastructure of the nation?

Researchers who want to understand our present society, 
illuminate our history, solve scientific problems and make 
sound decisions to steward our environment need a strong 
library and archives system.

In the Internet age, the role of libraries and archives 
is changing. Print collections are declining in use and 
importance in a lot of areas, but not everything is available 
online. Much of what is available—scholarly and scientific 
e-books and e-journals, for example—is anything but free 
because publishers charge libraries exorbitant subscription 
fees.

And while search engines such as Google make it easier 
to find the information that is available online, the online 
information landscape can be more complex. Documents 
exist in many places; sifting through the chaff to find a 
specific document can be challenging.

This, then, is the role of the modern library and archive: 
collect the most relevant documents (books, journals, 

Against 
Evidence

By John Dupuis
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manuscripts, scientific data files, sounds, videos, technical 
reports), preserve them for later generations and, most 
importantly, make them accessible to the people who need 
to read, watch and listen to them. The library network must 
be organized as efficiently and effectively as possible to take 
advantage of decades and centuries of print culture while 
leveraging the immense possibilities of the World Wide Web.

The government of Canada claims it is doing this. But the 
reality looks very different: devastating cuts, closures and 
restrictions to institutions that make up the infrastructure. 
That is the threat the Harper government poses to our 
freedom to read.

The federal government maintains a system of libraries 
for two main purposes: first, to collect and preserve our 
documentary heritage for the benefit of all Canadians; 
second, to support the government of Canada in setting 
and implementing policy in areas such as health, taxation, 
transportation and the environment.

The most notable example of an institution that serves the 
first purpose is Library and Archives Canada (LAC). The best 
example of the system that serves the second purpose is the 
network of libraries that are part of Fisheries and Oceans 
Canada. These are the front lines in the Harper government’s 
war on evidence, but there are other arenas too.

The first major incursion occurred at CISTI, the Canada 
Institute for Scientific and Technical Information, which 
was the library for the National Research Council of Canada. 
Starting in 2009, the interlibrary loan functions were 
outsourced to an American company, and then CISTI was 
gutted with layoffs and restructuring. Cuts and closures also 
occurred in libraries at Environment Canada and Health 
Canada.

Things accelerated once the Conservatives won a majority 
of seats in the federal election of May 2011. There followed 
cuts and closures at Health Canada, the Public Service 
Commission of Canada, the National Capital Commission, 
Citizenship and Immigration Canada, Agriculture and Agri-
Food Canada, Transport Canada, national defence, public 
works, Parks Canada, the National Round Table on the 
Environment and the Economy, the Canada Revenue Agency 
and Human Resources and Skills Development Canada. All 
experienced significant losses in their collections and trained 
management staff.

The highest-profile case of cuts to government of Canada 
libraries, which came to light in late 2013, occurred in 
Fisheries and Oceans Canada. The government was 
supposedly replacing an outdated system of libraries with a 
more modern, efficient system that researchers could use to 
access any materials through a digitize-on-demand service.

Instead, materials were lost through careless trashing, 
budgets were slashed and staff members were fired. There 

was blatant disregard for both the Official Languages 
Act and the Archives of Canada Act. The digitization that 
was supposed to be a cure-all for the closed libraries and 
discarded collections is anything but.

Let’s take a closer look at what happened at Library and 
Archives Canada. The government appointed not a library 
professional, but Daniel Caron, an economist, as head 
of LAC in 2009. Understandably, librarians and archivists 
felt some trepidation, but I dare say no one foresaw the 
destruction he would leave in his wake. 

Caron’s focus was clear: cutting costs, muzzling staff and 
restricting access. He cut important programs that preserve 
Canada’s cultural heritage such as the National Archival 
Development Program and the Canadian Council of Archives. 
He cut and reorganized mandatory depository programs and 
interlibrary loan systems, making it harder for researchers to 
access needed materials. Finally, he outsourced core internal 
functions such as the maintenance and cataloguing of access 
systems and the digitization of census and archival material. 

LAC under Caron was also known for its attempts to 
muzzle staff and critics. There was even an unsuccessful 
attempt to implement a code of conduct requiring staff to ask 
permission before speaking publicly about their work. Caron 
resigned in May 2013 (under a cloud after spending $4,500 of 
public money on Spanish lessons). At least his successor, Guy 
Berthiaume, appears to be qualified for the job.

Activists appear to be pinning all their hopes for change 
on the 2015 federal election. Organizations such as Evidence 
for Democracy have vigorously opposed the cuts with the 
Save Our Science Libraries campaign, and the Canadian 
Association of University Teachers has been assiduously 
keeping track of library closures.

While it is possible that a new government may wish to 
reverse the cuts and closures, it is sadly too late to completely 
repair the damage that has been done to our ability to read 
about science, society and history.

I quote the slogan from the Death of Evidence rallies 
which occurred in 2012 on Parliament Hill: “No science, no 
evidence, no truth, no democracy.” 
John Dupuis is a science librarian at York University in Toronto 
and blogs at Confessions of a Science Librarian.

The digitization that was  
supposed to be a cure-all for the 

closed libraries and discarded 
collections is anything but.
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I
n recent years, unprecedented multilateral trade 
agreements have come to occupy a prominent 
place in the Harper government’s economic and 
political plans. From the European Union to South 
Korea, senior ministers have been negotiating more 
complex (and consequently less transparent) trade 
deals on our supposed behalf.

The latest major trade agreement on the Harper 
government’s agenda—a massive deal that includes New 
Zealand, Australia, Mexico, Malaysia, Singapore, Vietnam, 
Japan, Peru, Chile, Brunei Darussalam and the United States 
known as the Trans-Pacific Partnership (TPP)—is being 
negotiated under a total media blackout. Indeed, most 
Canadians would be surprised to learn that in July 2014 the 
latest round of TPP talks were hosted right here in Canada.

On record, the signatories claim that the TPP aims at 
reducing tariffs and addressing emerging trade issues in the 
twenty-first century. Yet, as is the case with most multifaceted 
trade deals, official statements are intentionally enigmatic. 
Since the TPP could transform everything from employment 
rates to intellectual property, the only way to understand its 
implications is to dissect what little we know about it.

The TPP was established in 2005 as the Trans-Pacific 
Strategic Economic Partnership Agreement (TPSEP or P4). 
Negotiations for an expanded version, the TPP, began in 
2010. According to a leaked 2013 draft of its Intellectual 
Property (IP) Chapter, the TPP if ratified will further liberalize 
trade by restructuring trade remedies, technical barriers, 
intellectual property, natural resource procurement and 
competition policies.

On the surface, this trade deal seems fairly standard. So why 
all the secrecy?

The answer is that Canada’s admission to the TPP came 
with strings attached. After lobbying for more than two years 
to be included in the deal, the government had to agree to 
all previously negotiated text, including unbracketed text 
still open for negotiation. Because only one chapter has 
been closed to date, we will be forced to implement policies 
that Canadians had no say in shaping and policies not yet  
drafted.

For example, the TPP’s digital regulations are particularly 
problematic. Analyses of the TPP’s leaked IP Chapter reveal 
that the finalized agreement would force Canada to replace 
its current copyright legislation. Copyright violators would 

lose their access to the Internet, content would be blocked 
and our online activities could be monitored.

What’s more, digital concerns are by no means limited to 
intellectual property. Under the TPP, the federal government 
would be forced to amend dozens of Canada’s laws to 
bring them in line with TPP standards. These amendments 
include a 20-year increase to posthumous patents for artistic 
works, the criminalizing of minor copyright infringement for 
non-profit, non-commercial and educational purposes, and 
harsher criminal penalties for Internet users who refuse to 
comply with content takedown orders. 

In short, by increasing the cost of accessing content online, 
monitoring private communications, restricting the use of 
materials for educational purposes, blocking websites that 
challenge these new rules and instituting criminal penalties 
for those willing to speak out, the TPP will drastically alter 
Canadian laws in unprecedented ways.

However, as TPP negotiations continue to take place 
behind closed doors and official documents remain scarce, 
there is still very little we know about the agreement. At 
the moment, only appointed government representatives 
and industry advisers directly involved in the negotiations 
are privy to the fullest extent of the policies being debated. 
Both the media and the public will be unable to access any 
TPP-related documents until four years after negotiations 
have concluded.

Because the meetings are getting more secretive and no 
definite conclusion to the negotiations are in sight, the 
government’s disregard of all appeals for transparency in the 
talks poses a serious risk to free expression in Canada. Check 
out the websites of OpenMedia.ca and Canadian Journalists 
for Free Expression (CJFE) to get updates and to find out how 
you can speak out against the secrecy of the TPP as the talks 
develop. 

A.T. Kingsmith (@akingsmith) is a PhD candidate in  
political science at York University and a member of  
CJFE’s Digital Issues Committee.

By A.T. Kingsmith
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The Trans-Pacific Partnership

Trade Secrets

... the TPP will drastically 
alter Canadian laws in 
unprecedented ways.



By William Kowalski

M
argaret Atwood famously pointed out that 
there are two kinds of freedom: the freedom 
to and the freedom from. As we celebrate 
Freedom to Read Week, we should also 
remember another kind of freedom, one 

we don’t have yet: the freedom from having our personal 
information read by those who have no regard for our rights.

Thanks to Edward Snowden, the computer specialist 
who worked at the U.S. National Security Agency (NSA) 
and who revealed the extent of the agency’s electronic 
surveillance, we now know that every word you’ve sent into 
cyberspace, as well as the metadata from every digital 
phone call you’ve made in the past several years, has been 
recorded by government-owned computers. If your 
communication contained keywords that someone 
found interesting or objectionable, it might have 
been read or listened to by an agent.

In 2013, the journalist Glenn Greenwald 
reported the claims of a former FBI 
counterterrorism agent and a former 
AT&T engineer. Both asserted that the U.S. 
government records every digital phone 
call made in the world, no matter where 
or by whom. Similar claims were made 
by U.S. Senators Ron Wyden and  
Mark Udall.

We know a lot more too. It’s 
now established that the NSA 
has been secretly installing 
“back doors” in American-
made computer equipment such 
as modems, routers and even 
computers themselves. These back 
doors allow total access to your private data. The locksmiths 
are moonlighting as burglars. Because this equipment is 
shipped all over the world, the presence of these back doors 
should be of huge concern to everyone. 

We also learned recently that in the latter half of 2011 
alone, Canadian authorities made warrantless requests to 
Internet service providers (ISPs) for personal information 
about 1.2 million subscribers. The ISPs granted the majority 
of these requests, often by sending copies of entire e-mails.

E-mail privacy is not the only concern here, of course. 
ISPs know everything about your digital life, unless you 
take drastic measures to hide your steps. Most people don’t 
because they feel they have no reason to, or they don’t know 
how.

In June 2014, the Supreme Court of Canada ruled in Regina 
v. Spencer that police need a warrant to get information from 
ISPs. That sounds like progress, but as Avner Levin wrote on 
PEN Canada’s website, the U.S. and Canadian intelligence 
services have a long-standing information agreement by 
which they spy on each other’s citizens and then swap data. 
This agreement allows them to get around pesky laws about 
spying on their own citizens. It also means the Spencer 
decision is pointless. The government can still find out 
whatever it wants about you at any time.

What’s a private person to do? As of 
this writing, two important bills are 

being discussed. Bill C-13, the Protecting 
Canadians from Online Crime Act, will 

aid the disclosure of personal subscriber 
information by ISPs and other corporations to 
the police. Bill S-4, disingenuously called the 

Digital Privacy Act, allows ISPs to reveal subscriber 
information to practically anyone who asks for it, 
such as companies that claim violations of their 
copyright without offering a shred of evidence, let 
alone a warrant. 

Corporate access to our data is another ball 
game. We surrender much of this data willingly and 

ignorantly. Every time you make a post on Facebook, 
allow a smartphone app to search your call list, or use 

a search engine or shop online without taking 
strong measures to hide your tracks, you give up 
personal information. Once it’s out there, it’s like 
sand in the wind; you can forget about getting 
it back.

The issue is not about safeguarding your credit card 
from hackers; it’s about protecting you from the people who 
are supposed to be protecting you. 

It’s a common refrain in some quarters that if you’ve done 
nothing wrong, then you have nothing to hide. This is a 
fallacy. PEN Canada asserts that privacy is a fundamental 
human right and is essential to the preservation of our 
freedom of expression as enshrined in Section 2(b) of the 
Canadian Charter of Rights and Freedoms. Just because 
you don’t want people knowing your business doesn’t mean 
you’re guilty of anything.

And surrendering your privacy doesn’t prove your 
innocence. It only casts suspicion on those who choose to 
safeguard their privacy for innocent reasons. 

William Kowalski is the chair of the Canadian Issues 
Committee of PEN Canada. Contact him at  
william@williamkowalski.com.
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W
hen the award-winning 
video game Rage was all 
the rage, game develop-
ment professors were 
eager to teach 

the mechanics of the prod-
uct in their classrooms.

Professors at Ottawa’s 
Carleton University real-
ized that they needed to 
make the game available 
to all students. So Robert 
Smith, Carleton library’s 
subject specialist for 
computer science, 
purchased a copy.

But professors in 
other disciplines  
objected to having the 
game in the collection. 
They argued that the game’s 
content was offensive. Smith 
and other library staff found 
themselves immersed in the 
perennial “freedom to read” 
debate.

Rage is still on the library 
shelves, but this controversy 
is a good reminder that 
academic libraries play a 
critical role in protecting 
intellectual freedom.

The role of academic library staff 
as the defenders of ideas is relatively 
recent. In the seventeenth century, 
Thomas Bodley, the founder of Oxford 
University’s original Bodleian Library, 
required that materials be chained 
up and accessible to only a privileged 
few.

In the 1940s and ’50s, when Hilda 
Gifford—Carleton’s first university 
librarian—was building the 
collection, librarians provided easier 

access to information and fought to 
protect intellectual freedom.

Today, academic libraries serve 
their universities by building 

collections that support 
teaching, learning and 

research. Guided by the 
principle of academic 
freedom, professional 
library staff take no 

sides and make no 
moral judgments about the 

materials that they buy 
or license. They make 
choices in the best 
interests of the whole 
academic community.

However, academics 
occasionally object 

to the purchase of 
certain materials and a 
debate ensues (as it did 
at Carleton). Library staff 
may be pressured to pull 
the contested materials 
from the shelves. And at 
some Canadian academic 
libraries, staff have yielded 
to such pressure.

Video games—often  
controversial additions  

to the library shelves—
can provoke this quandary.

To support gaming 
programs, library selectors 
buy copies of the most 
recently released or 
historically significant games. 
Some feature violent gameplay. In 
Rage, a single-shooter game, human 
survivors of an apocalypse stay alive 
by killing bandits. In Grand Theft 
Auto, an action-adventure game, 
players take on criminal roles.

In addition, these games can 
include casts of characters that reflect 
traditional gender stereotypes. Men 
may be portrayed as aggressive and 
lawless, while women may be por-
trayed as victims or sexually amoral.

Critics argue that purchasing or 
collecting offensive games promotes 
or at least condones offensive behav-
iours or values. Members of Carleton’s 
faculty who objected to Rage (one 
of more than 500 titles in Carleton’s 
growing collection) made this argu-
ment, and they requested the outright 
removal of Rage from the library.

However, collection developers and 
policy-makers argue that academics 
are still debating the causal link 
between exposure to certain 
behaviours (e.g., violence against 
women) and subsequent actions. 
Moreover, library selectors like Smith 
may be hearing from people who 
haven’t played any video games and 
are unfamiliar with their content.

Removing the games is a disservice 
to those who use the collection and 
also stymies debate. If the issues can’t 
be discussed at a university and an 
academic library, where can they be 

discussed?
Carleton computer scientist 
David Mould teaches gaming 

development, a strategic 
area of study at Carleton.  
He strongly supports the 

inclusion of video games  
in the academic library’s  

collection. He believes that access 
to these materials protects his free-
dom to research and teach and frees 
him from the worry of censorship.

While Mould focuses on the techni-

Sex, Violence & Video Games
By Martha Attridge Bufton and Wayne Jones

CENSORSHIP CONTINUED ON PAGE 27
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By John Degen

A
s anyone working in the not-for-
profit (NFP) field well knows, the past 
few years have given the charitable 
and cultural sectors a not-always-
welcome opportunity for personal 
reflection and reassessment.

The new Canada Not-for-profit 
Corporations Act requires all 
organizations, including the Writers’ 
Union of Canada (TWUC), to tweak 
the way they do business and, 

importantly, to file official Articles of Continuance with 
the government to let everyone know that they intend to 
continue working in this sector.

The continuance process itself is relatively simple: fill 
out a form, get your members to agree that they want 
to continue, file the form with the authorities, continue 
doing your great work.

At 41, TWUC is one of Canada’s older and more active 
NFPs. TWUC took the opportunity of this requirement 
to have a good long look at its foundational bylaw and its 
original mandate. If 2014 were to be a new starting point 
for the organization, TWUC reasoned, perhaps it should 
really start afresh.

Internal legal experts worked to reshape TWUC’s bylaws 
to bring them into line with the digital age. They also made 
a change to TWUC’s mandate that many considered long 
overdue.

Since its founding in 1973, TWUC has sought primarily 
to safeguard the freedom to write and publish. In October 
2014, one more activity joined writing and publishing 
under TWUC’s watchful eye: reading. At TWUC’s June 2014 
annual general meeting in St. John’s, Nfld., assembled 
delegates voted unanimously to edit TWUC’s mandate, 
which now reads “to safeguard the freedom of expression, 
including freedom to read, write and publish.”

TWUC has long worked with the Book and Periodical 
Council’s Freedom of Expression Committee. TWUC’s 
past chair Ron Brown has given two decades of dedicated 
service to that cause. He acted as the committee’s chair 
for much of that time and was the driving force behind 
TWUC’s annual Freedom to Read Award. TWUC’s officially 
registered mandate now better reflects its (and Ron’s) 
passion for this issue. 

Teri Degler and Heather Menzies now represent TWUC 
on the BPC’s Freedom of Expression Committee. 
John Degen is the executive director of the Writers’ Union 
of Canada.

Reading Is a Right
The Writers’ Union Makes It Official

cal features of games, he recognizes 
that colleagues in other disciplines 
must have the freedom to analyze 
gaming from different perspectives. 
Social scientists, for example, 
could consider “objectionable 
content” within gaming 
culture.

Katharine Kelly, director 
of Carleton’s Pauline Jewett 
Institute of Women’s and 
Gender Studies, agrees. She thinks 
that academic teaching and scholar-
ship provide important opportunities 
to discuss sexually explicit or graphi-
cally violent game content.

“Our conversations need to go 

beyond the technical aspects of the 
games and be cross-disciplinary … 
because at multiple levels this  
content is problematic,” she says.

Kelly thinks that these intellectual 
tensions will never end, 

although Brenda 
Cossman, a 
professor at the 
University of 

Toronto, wrote in 
her book Censorship 

and the Arts: “The legacy of 
censorship is that it does not last,  
and it does not work.”

So resistance to censorship 
constantly evolves. As culture and 
technology change, library staff must 

expand the range of materials in 
their collections. They must create 
opportunities for critical thinking and 
debate to counter each new wave of 

censorship. In the end, academic 
freedom—the freedom to 

both create and mobilize 
knowledge—can thrive. 
Martha Attridge Bufton  
is the subject specialist  

for Canadian studies,  
child studies, indigenous 

studies, and social work at 
Carleton University Library. Wayne 
Jones is university librarian (interim) 
at Carleton. Both Attridge Bufton and 
Jones are members of the Ontario 
Library Association (OLA). 

CENSORSHIP CONTINUED FROM PAGE 26

ftr 2015



28 | FREEDOM TO READ 2015

O
n a brutally cold day in February 
2014, journalists and free expres-
sion advocates from Canadian 
Journalists for Free Expression 
(CJFE) and Al Jazeera gathered 
outside Toronto’s City Hall to 
protest the detention of three Al 
Jazeera English journalists who 
had been arrested in Cairo on 
December 29, 2013.

On June 23, 2014, Canadian-
Egyptian Mohamed Fahmy 
and Australian Peter Greste 

were sentenced to seven years in prison after they were 
convicted of “spreading false news” and “supporting the 
banned Muslim Brotherhood.” Their Egyptian colleague 
Baher Mohamed was sentenced to an additional three years 
for “possession of ammunition” because he had collected a 
spent bullet casing as a souvenir at a protest.

The trial proceedings were internationally condemned 
as corrupt and devoid of substantive evidence. As this 
publication goes to print, the #FreeAJStaff social media 
campaign and the unjust imprisonment of the journalists 
continue.

The persecution of Fahmy, Greste and Mohamed has 
become emblematic of the treatment of journalists and 

Journalism Is Not a Crime
F R O N T  L I N E S  ›  C J F E

By Alexandra Zakreski

On February 27, 2014, protesters in Toronto called for the release of three Al Jazeera English journalists. Photo by Hiba Zayadin
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free expression advocates in Egypt. As of July 2014, at least 
14 journalists were in detention in Egypt and more than 65 
journalists had been detained since the ousting of President 
Mohamed Morsi in July 2013.

Jailing journalists affects everyone’s ability to gain access 
to information, hinders the ability to hold governments 
accountable and prevents citizens from meaningfully 
engaging in political life.

In the letter below, Fahmy reflects on his imprisonment 
and his determination to fight for free expression. 

Alexandra Zakreski is the international programs coordinator at Canadian Journalists for Free Expression.

T
wo hundred days of injustice, 
solitary confinement and collective 
punishment has left me and my 
colleagues, Peter Greste and Baher 
Mohamed, more determined than 
ever to fight this war against freedom 
of speech. Throughout this ordeal, 
our families, lawyers and the Al 
Jazeera English management spared 
no effort to free us. We all respected 
the Egyptian judicial system and 
played along in what has become a 
theatrical trial broadcast all over the 

world. As the authorities paraded me and my colleagues out of 
the cage, it became evident to the journalism community that 
this trial was another sign of the crackdown on any dissent in 
Egypt and a subliminal message to local journalists who do 
not conform to the government’s line. The three of us wrapped 
our arms around each other seconds before the verdict, and 
kept our composure in front of an anxious courtroom filled 
with troubled family members and colleagues. Like a military 
platoon, our motto was “leave no one behind.” Indeed, the 
judge shattered any logic and disregarded basic human rights 
when he sentenced us to seven and 10 years of maximum 
security.

A moment of clarity flares my memory as I sit writing 
this letter in my navy blue prison garb reserved for convicts. 
I recall the prosecutor, during the initial interrogation, 
when he told me, off the record: “You are here because of 
Qatar.” The same prosecutor stood in court and said that Al 
Jazeera destroyed Iraq, Syria, Yemen and Libya. I lost sleep 
for 10 days until I returned to court and yelled at the judge: 
“TV stations can’t destroy a country. These accusations are 
an insult to the martyrs of the media who died covering 
these wars.” I now declare that this mindset is also an 
insult to the people who revolted and toppled dictators who 
oppressed their humanity. Even the most educated Egyptian 
policeman considers the simple profession of broadcasting 

street protests to the West as an act of treason. So, did  
we even have a fair trial or the basic right of due process?

During the three months as Egypt’s bureau chief for Al 
Jazeera English prior to my arrest, I have worked with 
the bravest team ever and we produced balanced reports 
regardless of the constant harassment by authorities and 
the masses deceived by the campaign of incitement against 
the channel. Eighteen days prior to our arrest, state-owned 
newspaper Al-Ahram published a fabricated article stating 
that the Al Jazeera office was raided and 11 Qataris were 
arrested and weapons were confiscated.

Many skeptical Egyptians are surprised at the unprecedented 
global support we have and the relentless bullhorn diplomacy 
calling for our release. This global outcry is simply due to the 
fact that after 12 hearings, the court failed to present a single 
piece of evidence to support allegations that we falsified news 
or aided a terrorist group. The Al Jazeera reporters who were 
tried in absentia and sentenced to 10 years in prison were 
not even allowed to present a defence in court. In prison, I 
have learned to turn suffering into tragic optimism, a human 
achievement.

I see the global support and continuous campaigns as an 
achievement for all of us: rallying, tweeting and simply saying 
“journalism is not a crime.”

The message is clear to world leaders: “Don’t mess with the 
press. Freedom of speech is part of the democracy you hope to 
promote.”

Weeks after our verdict, five journalists were sentenced to 10 
years in Myanmar. A female journalist in Iran was sentenced 
to two years and flogged 50 times. Their so-called crime, like 
ours, is journalism.

If this retaliatory attitude by governments has become 
a trend to instill fear against hard-hitting investigative 
journalists, then we have a long battle ahead of us. A war of 
attrition we are prepared to fight, even after our release from 
prison.

Mohamed Fadel Fahmy
Al Jazeera English,  Egypt Bureau Chief

ftr 2015

Mohamed Fahmy appears in an Egyptian courtroom. 

July 16, 2014



By Alvin M. Schrader  
and Donna Bowman

M
ost library patrons 
don’t give censorship 
a second thought, 
but a few Canadians 
would like to dictate 
what reading, viewing 

and listening materials their fellow 
citizens can find in publicly funded 
libraries.

The 2013 Annual Challenges Survey 
conducted by the Canadian Library 
Association (CLA) sheds light on these 
challenges to materials, services and 
policies, and shows how Canadian 
libraries respond to them.

The 85 challenges reported in the 
2013 survey occurred in 21 publicly 
funded libraries in six provinces. 
Some 67 challenges targeted  
individual library holdings, and 18 
challenges targeted library policies 
related to intellectual freedom and 
collection management principles. 
Complainants typically demanded 
that titles be removed or restricted.

In 2013, a public library in British 
Columbia reported an unprecedented 
challenge to a whole genre of  
materials. The complainant wished  
to remove all titles published by  
or about cyclist Lance Armstrong 
prior to January 2013, when 
Armstrong admitted to illegal use  
of performance-enhancing drugs. 

Although complainants have chal-
lenged whole genres of works in the 
past, this challenge was the first in 
eight years of surveys that focused on 
everything concerning a single indi-
vidual. At least 30 books and videos 
were implicated, and the rationale for 
the challenge was “inaccuracy.”

In Ontario, a public library reported 
a similar complaint about Floyd 
Landis’s memoir. Landis, another  

doper, was the first cyclist disqualified 
from the Tour de France competition 
since 1904. However, the complaint 
affected only one title.

In 2013, another category was also 
added to the array of whole-genre 
challenges: “all teen first-person 
shooter video games.” The complain-
ant objected to the “violence” and 
“poor use of public funds” and said 
the games were “not ... educational.”

Many more books than videos were 
targeted in 2013. Surprisingly, chal-
lenges to adult titles outnumbered 
those to children’s works, regardless  
of format, by two to one. Of adult 
works singled out, more non-fiction 
than fiction books were challenged. 
Of children’s works, more picture 
books were targeted than all other 
children’s titles combined.

Eastbound and Down was the only 
series of titles challenged; the six 
television episodes featured offensive 
language and had “no redeeming 
qualities,” a complainant said.

 The reasons offered by complain-

ants were almost as varied as the titles 
they singled out. Altogether, 155  
reasons were given, and they under-
score the truisms that perception is 
in the eye of the beholder, and the 
author writes only half the book. As 
Alberto Manguel once observed,  
“We read what we want to read,  
not what the author wrote.”

While the grounds for challenges 
were typically multifaceted and  
complicated, they tended to  
concentrate for the third year in a  
row in four major subject categories: 
age inappropriate, sexually explicit,  
violence and offensive language. 
These categories also accounted  
for more than half of all reasons.

Challenges to titles about minority 
sexual orientation made up the fifth 
most common subject category, and 
they numbered more than in any 
previous survey. One such challenge 
was to Bob Davies and Lori Rentzel’s 
Coming Out of Homosexuality, a 
20-year-old book promoting ex-gay 
reparative therapy. The complainant 
objected to the book’s inaccuracy, 
insensitivity and discredited theory  
of mental illness.

Also challenged for homosexuality 
and explicit sexuality was Killer Joe 
(2011), the video crime thriller direct-
ed by William Friedkin. Another adult 
title singled out was Garth Stein’s 
How Evan Broke His Head and Other 
Secrets. The complainant objected  
to the book’s “gross sexuality,” 
“alternative sexuality” and offensive 
language, and said the book was  
“age inappropriate” for adults.

Michael Willhoite’s Daddy’s 
Roommate, the same-sex children’s 
picture book that was published 
almost 25 years ago, faced a  
challenge as well. A complainant 
said it “presents homosexuality as 
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2013 Survey of Challenges to Resources and Policies in Canadian Libraries

Lizzy’s Lion by Dennis Lee. Illustrated by Marie-Louise 
Gay. (Fitzhenry & Whiteside Ltd., 1984)



normal, acceptable and even moral.”
Other grounds for complaints 

in 2013 were inaccuracy, nudity, 
insensitivity, sex education, sexism, 
general offensiveness, religious view-
point (including one complaint that 
referred to a “traditionalist” viewpoint 
on marriage and another that referred 
to Halloween’s association with the 
devil), racism, political viewpoint, 
anti-ethnicity and child sex abuse.

In 2013, quite a few challenges to 
much older titles were reported. They 
included the audiobook version of 
Sandra Brown’s adult novel A Kiss 
Remembered (1983), the “Horton 
Hatches the Egg” segment (1942) in 
the children’s video The Best of Dr. 
Seuss and several children’s picture 
books such as Dr. Seuss’s If I Ran the 
Zoo (1950) and Hop on Pop (1963)  
and Dennis Lee’s Lizzy’s Lion (1984).

Patrons initiated three in four 
challenges; self-identified parents or 
guardians initiated most of the others. 
Six in 10 challengers wanted titles 
removed. One-quarter requested  
relocation, reclassification or a 
change in video ratings and locations. 
A few requested warning labels.

Complainants filed a few unusual 
responses. One patron complained 
about the sexual explicitness of 
Sherrilyn Kenyon’s adult novel Styxx 
and added, “I have paid replacement 
cost for the novel and will burn it to 
save others from being exposed to 
this material.”

Another complainant said that 
Deadly Sins, a collection of essays 
by writers such as Thomas Pynchon, 
glorified sin: “The book entices 
and encourages people to actually 
commit the sins listed in the book, 
and any book that would encourage 
and glorify sin does not belong in a 
Christian’s life or anybody else’s life.”

These censorious attitudes may 
surprise many Canadians, but it is 
worth keeping in mind a slogan pop-
ularized by the Intellectual Freedom 
Committee of the British Columbia 

Library Association some years ago: 
“There’s something in my library to 
offend everybody.”

After careful reviews by library staff, 
no change occurred to the status of 
materials or policies in nine out of 
10 cases. The demand for a ban on 
teen first-person-shooter video games 
failed. In the Landis challenge, the 
library retained the title “as it provides 
a version of events at a certain point 
in time” about the cyclist’s role. The 

library believes the book might be 
useful in tracing the history of denials 
and cover-ups.

However, in the Armstrong whole-
genre collection-policy challenge, 
four titles were removed: two  
adult books that prescribe success  
measures at odds with doping and 
two aspirational youth books that 
feature sports role models and 
Armstrong’s qualities of achievement.

Most of the 18 policy challenges 
were linked to previously unsuccess-
ful attempts to have items removed 
or restricted. One person challenged 
a library’s room rental policy and 
sought to prohibit an anti-trans-
gender speaker from giving a talk. 
Another person challenged a library’s 
election materials display, which 
included election promises that two 

candidates apparently had wanted to 
rescind. Neither was accommodated.

While demands for outright banning 
may trouble most Canadians, an 
informal CBC web poll revealed some 
sympathy for such attitudes in May 
2014. When the Ottawa Public Library 
announced that it had received 11 
challenges to titles (including 10 
requests for bans), more than 3 per 
cent of 3,200+ poll respondents 
agreed with all of the requested 
bans. Another 11 per cent thought 
at least some of the demands were 
appropriate.

Library missions and professional 
core values require a fine balance 
between respect for complainants’ 
views and respect for library 
intellectual freedom principles. But 
these two sometimes competing 
interests create persistent tensions.

“One of the cornerstones of our 
profession is the strong commitment 
to ensuring material is available with-
out censure,” said Marie DeYoung, 
CLA president and librarian at Saint 
Mary’s University in Halifax. “This 
[CLA] survey affirms our responsibil-
ity to support libraries as they provide 
Canadians with the opportunity to 
access the widest possible range of 
materials. It also validates the role of 
effective and informed advocacy by 
librarians and libraries.”

Visit the web page of the CLA’s 
Intellectual Freedom Advisory 
Committee at www.cla.ca to learn 
more about the committee and gain 
access to the yearly reports that 
summarize the results of each Annual 
Challenges Survey. 
Alvin M. Schrader and Donna 
Bowman are colleagues on the 
CLA’s Intellectual Freedom Advisory 
Committee. They thank committee 
members for helpful comments  
and Sandra Anderson, a librarian  
at the Alberta Teachers’ Association,  
for her editorial assistance. Find  
the CLA’s full 17-page report at  
www.freedomtoread.ca.
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There’s 
something  

in my  
library to 

offend  
everybody.
—INTELLECTUAL FREEDOM COMMITTEE, 

BRITISH COLUMBIA LIBRARY ASSOCIATION
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Book Profiles By Hilary McLaughlin

Persona Non Grata: The Death of 
Free Speech in the Internet Age
By Tom Flanagan (McClelland & Stewart, 2014)

In February 2013, Tom 
Flanagan was at the height 
of his career. He had served 
45 years as a professor 
of political science at the 
University of Calgary, he 
was a sought-after speaker 
and a trusted adviser to 
various conservative par-
ties, and he was close to 
leaders such as Preston 
Manning, Stephen Harper 
and Danielle Smith.

And then it all blew up. 
Flanagan’s readable book 
describes his rapid and 
painful fall from high flyer to persona non grata.

In February 2013, Flanagan spoke about the Indian Act at 
a public forum in Lethbridge. During the Q&A session that 
followed, a member of the audience asked Flanagan for his 
views about child pornography. Flanagan replied, “I certainly 
have no sympathy for child molesters, but I do have some 
grave doubts about putting people in jail because of their 
taste in pictures.”

He then drove home to Calgary, unaware that another 
audience member was posting a video of the incident on 
YouTube. Before the end of the day, he learned that he had 
been condemned by Alberta’s premier, the Prime Minister’s 
Office and the leader of Alberta’s Wildrose Party.

A media firestorm ensued and the University of Calgary 
distanced itself from him.

In Persona Non Grata, Flanagan relates the whole story and 
explores the nature of academic speech. He writes that the 
person who raises a question is not necessarily representing 
a position. The point is worth noting, but Flanagan never 
quite forsakes the idea that the private viewing of child 
pornography, probably without saving it on a hard drive, is 
not intrinsically evil and should not be criminal.

This book is a timely and valuable exposé of how social 
media can take remarks out of context and, within three 
hours, destroy a reputation built over half a century. When 
anyone with a cellphone can be judge, jury and executioner, 
no one’s freedom of speech is safe.

Unfortunately, many readers will find it difficult to separate 
Flanagan’s relevant contribution to this conversation from 
his unpalatable views on watching child pornography.

Extreme Mean: Trolls, Bullies and 
Predators Online
By Paula Todd (McClelland & Stewart, 2014)

In this fascinating 
book, veteran reporter 
Paula Todd focuses on 
the horrors that lurk on 
the Internet.

She starts with the 
stories of Amanda Todd 
and Rehtaeh Parsons. 
Both teens committed 
suicide after sexual 
images of their bodies 
went viral on the 
Internet. Paula Todd 
then looks at cases of 
“revenge porn,” aggres-
sive abuse online and 
personal terrorism. She 
lays out a dark world in 
which anyone with a cellphone or another communication 
device can wreak havoc on the lives of the vulnerable.

Todd compares face-to-face bullying and cyberbullying 
and concludes that one is as bad as the other. She believes 
that experts have severely underestimated the scope and 
impact of cyberbullying, especially on teenagers.

Extreme Mean is written with a good deal of compassion. 
Todd is very careful not to blame the victims of cyberabuse, 
who in some cases made poor choices when they allowed 
themselves to be recorded on webcams or cellphones.

Todd also shows compassion for the perpetrators of the 
abuse and considers the social causes behind the problem. 
“People torment and bully online for a range of reasons that 
include immaturity, mental illness, being intoxicated, or 
making a wrong choice, and just being plain misunderstood.” 
But this compassion is hard to take when one remembers the 
barbaric behaviour described in the book.

Todd is on firmer ground when she considers the good 
of the Internet, which she sees as the gateway to universal 
communication and limitless learning. Though horrified by 
what she encountered while researching her book, she urges 
us not to give up on the Net.

After describing the misogyny and other pathologies 
behind the abuse, Todd offers a solution: education. Is she 
being naive, or does she actually hold the key? One hopes 
the latter is true because the Internet is here to stay, and 
Todd argues persuasively that we need to make it work for, 
not against, us.
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Dragnet Nation: A Quest for Privacy, 
Security, and Freedom in a World of 
Relentless Surveillance
By Julia Angwin (Times Books, 2014)

Julia Angwin, a Wall 
Street Journal reporter, 
takes us on a long and 
rather unpleasant jour-
ney through cyberspace. 
Dragnet Nation exposes 
how government and 
commercial interests are 
mining data from the 
Internet and are using 
the information for 
everything from fighting 
terrorism to profiteering.

Angwin makes it clear 
that we don’t have to 
visit dodgy websites to 
endanger our privacy. Google, Facebook and other players 
glean minute data from our every move, our every search, 
our every “friending.” Customer rewards cards record and 
report our consumer activities. The information gets sold to 
companies who use it to target our perceived interests and 
predicted needs to sell us more stuff.

And then the government gets into the act. Angwin notes 
the well-documented increase in security measures that fol-
lowed the terrorist attacks in New York City and Washington, 
D.C., on September 11, 2001. She calls the measures what 
they are: a dragnet. The revelations in 2013 of Edward 
Snowden, who leaked classified information about the U.S. 
government’s electronic surveillance, show how far-reaching 
and pervasive these measures have become.

After documenting the abuse of our privacy, Angwin 
switches gears and describes how she went off the grid. This 
central part of the book is tediously long. 

Using an alias, she gets a credit card. She uses an anony-
mous search engine. She encrypts her e-mail and texts, but 
finds her friends can’t be bothered to decrypt them. She 
leaves LinkedIn. She turns off web-browsing functions that 
enable tracking (such as cookies) but finds getting informa-
tion next to impossible.

She tries to achieve anonymity and escape the surveillance 
society, but in the end the inconveniences outweigh the 
invasion of privacy.

Having written a fairly comprehensive and readable 
account of what we are up against, Angwin leaves the 

impression that all we need is the passage of responsible 
data-mining laws. Where she expects this legislation to come 
from when the government is a chief offender is unclear.

But the book’s most significant flaw is its failure to tackle 
the rapacity of the capitalist sector. Few would be better 
equipped than a Wall Street Journal staffer to challenge 
corporate avarice, but Angwin didn’t take on this battle. 
Although Dragnet Nation introduces the topic brilliantly, the 
book does not draw the obvious conclusion that capitalist 
greed produces commercial data mining. 
Hilary McLaughlin is an Ottawa journalist and 
communications consultant.

Here are more recommendations 
from our bookshelves.
Freedom of Expression
By Daniel J. Baum
Dundurn, July 2014

In this survey of free expression and Canadian  
law, Daniel J. Baum covers obscenity, hate speech,  
student rights, religious freedom and political  
speech. The book is the second in his  
Understanding Canadian Law series.

Academic Freedom in Conflict: The Struggle  
over Free Speech Rights in the University
Edited by James L. Turk
James Lorimer & Company, March 2014

Bringing together contributions from 16 academics  
in Canada and the United States, this book is a  
comprehensive exploration of academic freedom.

Blocking Public Participation: The Use of Strategic 
Litigation to Silence Political Expression
By Byron Sheldrick
Wilfrid Laurier University Press, February 2014

Byron Sheldrick looks at the use of strategic litigation  
against public participation (SLAPP) in politics and 
arrives at some worrisome conclusions about the 
impact of SLAPPs on democracy in Canada.

Branded by the Pink Triangle
By Ken Setterington
Second Story Press, April 2013

This much-lauded book for young adults tells the 
story of the persecution of homosexuals during  
the Holocaust.

BookBytes By Julie Payne 
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Kathy Gannon 
Canadian Journalists for Free Expression (CJFE) honoured 
Kathy Gannon with the Tara Singh Hayer Memorial Award at 
a gala in Toronto on December 3, 2014.

Gannon spent more than 20 years working as an Associated 
Press reporter in Pakistan, Afghanistan and the Middle East.

In April 2014, she was in Afghanistan with photographer 
Anja Niedringhaus when they were shot. Niedringhaus was 
killed instantly and Gannon got six bullet wounds in her 
shoulder and arms.

This award recognizes a Canadian journalist who has 
reinforced and promoted freedom of the press through his 
or her work and who has taken risks or suffered physical 
reprisals for working as a journalist.

Oleksiy Matsuka
CJFE honoured Oleksiy Matsuka with the 2014 International 
Press Freedom Award at the same gala in Toronto.

Matsuka, a Ukrainian journalist who lives in Donetsk, is 
the editor of the regional news website Novosti Donbassa. 
He has been the victim of threats and attacks for his dogged 
reporting about government corruption and the war between 
Ukrainian and pro-Russian forces.

The International Press Freedom Award recognizes the 
outstanding courage of journalists around the world who 
work tirelessly, at great personal risk and against enormous 
odds, to share crucial news stories.

Native Women’s Association of Canada 
CJFE also honoured the Native Women’s Association of 
Canada (NWAC) with the 2014 Vox Libera Award for creating 
the Sisters in Spirit database of missing and murdered 
aboriginal women in Canada.

While NWAC’s research for the database concluded in 
2010, it brought the issue into public consciousness and has 
continued to influence reporting. The database was crucial 
in amplifying the voice of communities that were seeking 
answers about their missing daughters, wives, sisters and 
granddaughters.

The Vox Libera Award is given to a Canadian who has 
demonstrated an outstanding commitment to the principles 
of free expression and who has made an important and 
sustained contribution—at home or abroad—to those 
principles.

Mohamed Fahmy
In Ottawa, the Canadian Committee for World Press 
Freedom (CCWPF) bestowed its 2014 Press Freedom Award 
on Mohamed Fahmy on May 2, 2014.

On December 29, 2013, Fahmy and two of his Al Jazeera 
English colleagues were arrested in Egypt for reporting the 
activities of the banned Muslim Brotherhood.

On June 23, 2014, all three journalists were convicted in 
an Egyptian court. Fahmy was sentenced to seven years in 
prison, a verdict publicly condemned by the CCWPF.

CJFE, which nominated Fahmy for the prize, explained 
that he “has become a target of an oppressive regime bent on 
stifling any expression of dissent.”

The annual award honours a Canadian journalist who 
has made an outstanding contribution to the right to free 
expression in the face of persecution. Turn to page 28 to read 
more about Fahmy.

Raif Badawi
PEN Canada honoured Raif Badawi with the 2014 One 
Humanity Award on October 23, 2014, at the International 
Festival of Authors in Toronto.

Badawi, a native of Saudi Arabia, is a founder of an online 
forum named the Liberal Saudi Network. He was arrested in 
Jeddah in June 2012 after organizing a conference to mark a 
“day of liberalism.”

On May 7, 2014, a criminal court in Jeddah sentenced 
Badawi to 10 years in prison, one thousand lashes and a 
fine of one million Saudi riyals (approximately $290,000) for 
“insulting Islam” and “founding a liberal website.”

Upon his release, Badawi faces a 10-year ban on travel 
and a 10-year ban on participation in visual, electronic and 
written media.
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Steve Marks (centre) presents Anna St. Onge and Nick Ruest with the OLA’s award. Courtesy of the OLAKathy Gannon. Courtesy of Associated Press



The One Humanity Award of $5,000 is given to a writer 
whose work “transcends the boundaries of national divides 
and inspires connections across cultures.”

Dave Rutherford
On February 27, 2014, radio host Dave Rutherford received 
Calgary’s 2014 Freedom of Expression Award. He got the 
award for his criticism of the Corus Entertainment Network’s 
news coverage of the June 2013 floods in Calgary.

Not long after Rutherford criticized the network, Corus 
abruptly cancelled his talk show. Rutherford had planned to 
retire from the network just one month later.

Each year, the Calgary Freedom to Read Week Committee 
presents the Freedom of Expression Award to a person or 
group in the Calgary area who best shows leadership in 
promoting free expression. Fast Forward Weekly, a Calgary 
newspaper, sponsors the award.

Eric Marshall and Chris Turner
In Toronto, the Writers’ Union of Canada (TWUC) bestowed 
the 2014 Freedom to Read Award on retired biologist Eric 
Marshall and journalist Chris Turner on February 25, 2014.

Marshall built up a collection of more than 200,000 
scientific books that became the Eric Marshall Aquatic 
Research Library at the University of Manitoba. The library 
was closed because of federal government funding cuts 
and the restructuring of federal government libraries and 
archives.

Turner, a journalist in Calgary, reported library closings 
across Canada and examined the relationship between those 
closings and the prohibitions on federal scientists that keep 
them from speaking publicly about their work.

“Reports of lost and destroyed works in our national 
collections are greatly disturbing to Canada’s writers,” said 
union chair Dorris Heffron.

The Freedom to Read Award is presented annually to an 
individual or individuals whose work has contributed to 
the national discussion of freedom of expression and the 
freedom to read.

Dale Askey 
Dale Askey received the Award for the Advancement of 
Intellectual Freedom in Canada. This annual award was 
presented in Toronto on February 25, 2014, by the Canadian 
Library Association (CLA).

Askey is an associate university librarian at McMaster 
University in Hamilton. In 2012, he became the target of two 
defamation lawsuits in Ontario because he had criticized the 
books of the Edwin Mellen Press in New York State when he  
worked as a university librarian in Kansas in 2010.

“In the face of great personal and professional risk, Mr. 
Askey continues to stand firm in defence of intellectual and 
academic freedom,” said the CLA in a press release. “Not 
only has he remained steadfast in his professional ethics as a 
librarian, he has been a role model for professional conduct 
in the face of great pressures.”

Toronto Area Chapter of the Progressive Librarians 
Guild 
The Ontario Library Association (OLA) presented the Les 
Fowlie Intellectual Freedom Award to the Toronto Area 
Chapter of the Progressive Librarians Guild at the annual 
OLA conference in Toronto on January 30, 2014.

The Toronto Area Chapter had created an online archive 
named #freedaleaskey. The archive—which focuses on the 
defamation lawsuits filed by the Edwin Mellen Press and its 
founder, Herbert Richardson, against Dale Askey—contains 
news, conversations and letters of support for Askey.

“Dale Askey deserves this award more than we do,” the 
Toronto Area Chapter said. “His unwillingness to back down, 
his continued defence of academic freedom and freedom 
of expression, against what we consider a strategic lawsuit 
against participation by Herbert Richardson and the Edwin 
Mellen Press was, and is, absolutely inspiring.”

The Les Fowlie Intellectual Freedom Award recognizes 
the courage shown by individuals and organizations in 
defending the rights of library patrons to full access to 
information. 
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Journalist Joe Fiorito (left) accepts the Freedom to Read Award on behalf of Chris Turner  
from author Ron Brown. Photo by Katrina Afonso

Librarians Michael Ridley (left) and Jane Pyper present the CLA’s award to Brian MacLeod 
Rogers. He accepted it on behalf of Dale Askey. Photo by Katrina Afonso
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C
anadians are fortunate to live in a democracy 
where many rights are guaranteed. We enjoy 
freedom of expression, including the freedom to 
read whatever we want. And Freedom to Read 

Week (February 22–28, 2015) is the perfect time to celebrate 
these rights.

There are lots of ways to mark Freedom to Read Week.  
You could tweet about it, visit our Facebook page, hold an 
event, sign up for the Freedom to Read Week newsletter or 
set up a challenged book and magazine display. In the “Get 

Involved” section, we’ve got more ideas to get you started: 
• Check out UNESCO’s handy free expression toolkit.
• Test your free expression knowledge with our quiz  

and word search. 
• Read the winning student essays and poem from the 

Calgary Public Library contest. 
• Find out how to protect your online privacy in a new 

feature created by Manitoba high school student 
Leslie Riahñezas. 

For more ideas, visit www.freedomtoread.ca/get-involved.

Celebrate Free Expression

The Canadian Commission  
for UNESCO Shares a Toolkit

Anyone can host a Freedom to Read Week event. Visit our web-
site at www.freedomtoread.ca/events for information and ideas 
about events across the country. A great way to start the event is 
to have someone read the following: 

Hold an Event

The Freedom of Expression Toolkit is one of UNESCO’s contributions to 
freedom of expression and is designed for upper high school students. 

The toolkit builds on the premise that freedom of expression, as well 
as press freedom and freedom of information, is indispensable to the 
attainment of all human rights. This toolkit emphasizes the four key 
elements of Article 19 of the Universal Declaration of Human Rights: 
the right to hold opinions without interference, the right to seek 
information, the right to receive information and the right to impart 
information to others.

The Canadian Commission for UNESCO, which connects Canadians 
with the work of UNESCO, has pilot-tested the toolkit in four Canadian 
schools that are part of the Associated Schools Project Network. The pilot 
schools are John Pritchard School (Manitoba), Lockeport Regional High 
School (Nova Scotia), Olds Junior Senior High School (Alberta) and Queen 
Elizabeth High School (Alberta).

The toolkit is available in French, Arabic, Spanish and English and can 
be found at www.unesco.org.

Right: Birdtown & Swanville performs Dear Censor at the Book and Periodical Council’s event  
in celebration of the 30th anniversary of Freedom to Read Week. Photo by Katrina Afonso

This event is being held as part of Freedom to Read Week, 
an annual program of the Book and Periodical Council. 
Freedom to Read Week celebrates intellectual freedom, 
raises awareness of censorship and promotes access to 
books, magazines and information in Canada. For more 
information, visit www.freedomtoread.ca.
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Calgary Public Library’s  
Freedom to Read Contest Winners

The Freedom to Read
By Emily Grant 

F reedom. Seven ordinary letters 
come together to form an 
extraordinary word. It is some-

thing many of us in North America 
take for granted, but many people in 
other countries around the world will 
go to tremendous lengths to obtain 
freedom. Take, for example, the story 
of 15-year-old Malala Yousafzai and 
her struggle for education. Anyone 
will tell you that the foundation of 
education is literacy, and literacy 
comes from reading.

Reading is not limited to books, 
however. All sorts of media fall 
under this category. Newspapers 
in particular have always been a 
very influential form of expression, 
especially during the American 
Revolution. Newspapers offered a 
platform to share ideas about politics 
and military strategies, and they 
were also a way to rebel against the 
government itself. 

During the Second World War, the 
freedom to read was often challenged. 
Any book written by a Jew or an 
enemy of the Nazis was burned 
publicly; the content that children 
learned was filtered and biased. In 
Canada today, we have an enormous 
number of reading choices: Chaucer, 
Tolstoy, Lewis and Rowling, to name 

a few popular authors and an endless 
array of different genres as well. If 
our freedom to choose the books 
we read was limited, our perception 
would narrow along with our entire 
understanding of literature and the 
world.

Picture for a moment your plate 
at the supper table: roast beef, 
potatoes with gravy and a fresh 
garden salad. Each of these foods 
and their respective groups are vital 
to a balanced diet and a healthy 
body. Take away any of these and 
you’ll become moody and lethargic. 
The same is true with literature: take 
away the variety and you are left 
with an entire nation ignorant of the 
broad spectrum of learning and the 
immense pleasure of reading. Take 
away our freedom, and you injure our 
minds.

A New Chapter:  A New World
By Rachel Hughes

E very swish of a flipping page  
welcomes a fresh chapter of 
your life: a fresh chapter  

brimming with greater amounts of 
knowledge and a stronger under-
standing of the world around you 
than you had previously thought was 
obtainable. Literature is the word that 
plants the seeds of success and opens 
your eyes to the world, fostering a 

greater understanding of faraway 
lands and cultures.

“You will never really understand a 
person until you consider things from 
his point of view ... until you climb 
inside his skin and walk around in 
it,” states Harper Lee’s novel To Kill a 
Mockingbird. Literature provides the 
means to view the world through the 
eyes of the author and may provide 
information about other cultures that 
can build bonds between citizens 
around the globe. By allowing your 
mind to indulge in novels such as the 
Breadwinner Trilogy, you can truly 
comprehend the hardships endured 
by the citizens of war-torn countries. 
Instilling empathy into the citizens of 
the world by means of literature is the 
only way to establish peace among all 
of humanity.

Literature is the key that will 
open the door to world peace and 
understanding, yet governments and 
religious institutions around the globe 
still believe that it is appropriate to 
ban novels that are perceived to show 
political or cultural demerits. We must 
not hesitate to raise our voices against 
literacy bans because, without the 
universal freedom to obtain any novel 
that we desire, how can we expect 
to truly understand each other and 
create worldwide harmony, which will 
benefit us all?

Within Books 
By Jasmine Yoo 

Forward eleven years,
You might find a graveyard,
Burrowed in our mistakes,
Intense scientific nightmares, 
Come adrift near our blackout,
Perhaps destiny has led us so,
But more-so, our questionable choices,
Slammed into a soulless shed.

Like the strong feet of the elephant,
Push into our selves, 
Passive but stable,

There, concealed in our hearts,
Brave quotes that give life a boost,
Wise thoughts to shy away from doom.

As an infant,
So much stronger,
So fearless,
We march upon the bridge,
Connected to our inside world,
Only needing protection,
Against the outside world.

Without those creatures,
The parallel worlds of you and I,
The glorifying princes,

That await your arrival,
No doubt, 
Would our minds be sucked,
Into an army of ten thousand men.

Can you feel my lungs?
Pounding with the liberation,
The colourful life we could give,
Planning a feast of words to the 
children,
Giving a stick to the frail,
Creating insight into another’s mind,
And sharing our stories,
Woven into a thread of past.
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1. Name two children’s picture books by Dr. Seuss that  
were challenged in 2013. 

2. Complete this phrase by Alberto Manguel: “We read  
____ __ ____ __ ____, not what the author _____.” 

3. Why are critics so concerned about the Trans-Pacific 
Partnership trade deal?
a. It is being negotiated under a total media     

blackout.
b. When it joined the talks, Canada agreed to all     

previously negotiated text, including text still open  
for negotiation.

c. The agreement will force Canada to replace its  
current copyright legislation with rules that could  
lead to terminating subscriber access, content  
blocking and the monitoring of online activities.

d. All of the above

4. What percentage of respondents to the Writers’  
Union of Canada’s survey said that they thought 
mass surveillance will affect their work in the future 
or the work of other writers? 

5. What item does author Mark Leiren-Young 
recommend you purchase to stop the government  
from listening to your thoughts?
a. A tinfoil hat 
b. Snowden’s Brainwave Disruptor
c. A 2015 Freedom to Read review

6. What freedom did the Writers’ Union of Canada add 
to its bylaws in 2014?

7. What is the name of Canada’s information 
commissioner? 

8. What are two signs that Canada’s access-to-
information system needs fixing?

9. Name the computer specialist behind the U.S. 
National Security Agency (NSA) leaks. 

According to Glenn Greenwald, the U.S. government 
records digital phone calls made by
a. Terrorists and anyone on the no-fly list

b. Communists and Canadians
c. Everyone in the world

11. Which reason is not commonly cited in book and 
magazine challenges?
a. Racism 
b. Witchcraft 
c. Using big words 
d. Nudity

12. What video game did professors at Carleton 
University object to being included in the library?

13. Why does Dennis Lee think that it might be 
dangerous for lions to read his book Lizzy’s Lion?

14. What section of the Canadian Charter of Rights and 
Freedoms sets out free expression rights? 

15. SLAPP stands for
a. Special laws against private parties
b. Strategic litigation against public participation
c. Specific libel advisory about practical principles
d. Startlingly liberal advice about popular pastimes

16. Why did former OPP officer Danno Cusson go to 
New York City with his dog shortly after the 9/11 
attacks? 

17. Daniel Caron became head of Library and Archives 
Canada in 2009. Was he
a. A former astronaut?
b. A professional athlete?
c. An economist?
d. A librarian? 

18. Fill in the blanks: “No science, __ ________, no truth, 
__ ________.” 

19. True or false? Publisher Sheila Barry believes that 
children’s books should only emphasize children’s 
human rights if adults agree. 

20. Canadian-Egyptian journalist Mohamed Fahmy  
was sentenced to how many years in prison?

QUIZ ANSWERS: SEE PAGE 40

10.
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Test Your  
Free Expression Kn wledge

By Julie Payne
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TOP

Protect Your 
Online Privacy
T his year, we reached out to staff and students at the 

innovative and award-winning Sisler High School in 
Winnipeg. This school doesn’t just teach technology; it 

integrates technology into every aspect of the school. Sisler High 
School uses distance education and video conferencing, and it 
collaborates with industry experts around the world.

We worked with teacher Jamie Leduc and student Leslie 
Riahñezas to bring you this original infographic that spells out 
the most important things you can do to protect your privacy 
online. Leslie has addressed it to educators, but it is also a useful 
reminder for all of us.—Editor

Leslie Riahñezas (right) is a student at Sisler High School in 
Winnipeg. Learn more at www.sislerhigh.org. For more fantastic 
resources, visit www.mediasmarts.ca.  

10
THINGS TEACHERS
Should Tell Students About  
SOCIAL MEDIA PRIVACY

ONLINE 
CITIZENSHIP
Treat others as you would  
like to be treated. If you  
wouldn’t say something  
to a person’s face, do  
not say it online.

DATA 
MINING
Monitor mobile devices  
and social media accounts 
for third-party apps.

TALK TO  
AN ADULT
If you feel uncomfortable  
or concerned, speak to  
an adult you can trust.

POSITIVITY
Remain positive online.

ONLINE  
ACCOUNTS
Have several e-mail  
addresses. Have one 
for work and another  
for social media.

YOUR  
INFORMATION
Do not divulge too much 
information online.  
Keep it general and  
not too personal.

STATUS
Avoid posting images  
and status updates while 
you’re away on holiday.

GEO-TAGGING
Disable location features  
and geo-tagging.

DIGITAL  
FOOTPRINT
Manage your privacy  
settings. Be aware of  
services that track  
your activities.

FRIENDS
Know your 
online “friends.”
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S A N P X S R Q B O O K M L C N J S M K

C U D O A D V O C A C Y T I G V O F G Y

A H R N I A T C K O P Z K T P N K X H L

I C B V A T T R J T Q R L E M J L Q I F

S T T O E G A W U K T Q I R G G I B R U

J J N I S I A M O T T H T A T O R E G U

Q A V E V K L P A O H N E C I A E E O N

C T C D D I Y L O F D T R Y R D J G G A

E E F X I W S X A R E N A Y O N Y N Z U

E X N M I G O M S N P D T M T R D E O X

G L P S P A H N A K C H U M Q Q U L Q G

S M L R O L Q V S C A E R P T X A L N L

S U U I E R X O R I T Y E B W I Y A A C

E I D N S S S M S I L A N R U O J H I G

R Y V S S D S H M A G A Z I N E O C N P

P E H F E C T I I W X O J Y A K K I J G

K W Z N U C H E O P G O A T V K D D T V

J L N J T Q V X K N I G M E R A F V R Q

F A M I M T V K T M B M N Q E S S T M U

B S C L F R T C I J W P S R W R I G I M

Activism
Advocacy
Atwood
Banned
Book
Censorship
Challenge
Chbosky
Defamation
Ellis
Expression
Freedom
Journalism
Library
Literacy
Literature
Magazine
Munsch
Press
Propaganda
Reading
Snowden
Surveillance
Truth

Word-Search Puzzle
See if you can find the words listed below in the puzzle. 
The words could be listed in any direction: up, down, diagonally or backward.
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1. Hop on Pop and If I Ran the Zoo
2. what we want to read; wrote
3. all of the above
4. almost 60 per cent
5. a tinfoil hat
6. the freedom to read
7. Suzanne Legault
8. Pick two:

a. Political staffers have been
accused of interference.

b. Complaints to the commissioner
increased 30 per cent in 2013–14.

c. The commissioner says the 
government is a long way from 
being transparent.

d. Cabinet ministers’ documents 
are not covered under the act.

e. It took reporters a year after 
the Lac-Mégantic disaster to get  
information about rail safety.

  9. Edward Snowden
10. everyone in the world
11. using big words
12. Rage
13. A lion reading the book might 

think that eating people is natural.
14. 2(b)
15. strategic litigation against public 

participation
16. to assist search-and-rescue efforts
17. an economist
18. no evidence; no democracy
19. false
20. seven

Free Speech Misfit or Maven? 

1–5 correct: You know those pictures 
of people with their mouths taped 
shut? Seriously, check out www.
freedomtoread.ca and try this quiz 
again. 

6–11: You have definitely heard of 
free speech; you’re just not quite sure 
what it is.

12–17: Not too shabby. You should 
hold an event during Freedom to 
Read Week and spread the word.

18–20: You are a free speech expert! 
Our resident expert, Franklin Carter, 
applauds you. Challenge your friends 
to beat your score.

G E T  I N V O L V E D

Quiz Answers (see page 38)





A word 
after a 

word after  
a word is  

power.

Language
is a 

strange
thing,
isn’t it.

❝

❞
—Margaret Atwood, “Spelling”  

Atwood’s novel, The Handmaid’s Tale, was challenged in 2008.
—Timothy Findley, The Wars   

The Wars was challenged in 2011.
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