
 
March 12, 2023 

 

Chairperson Larson and Members of the Senate Judiciary Committee, 

 

Your dedication to protecting our youth is admirable, but I’m speaking to you today to share 

some concerns about how bills such as HB1205 may actually do the opposite and be harmful to 

youth of North Dakota.  

Supporters of bills such as HB1205 (as well as SB2360) have repeatedly said that they intend to 

"protect" youth from "pornography," and they have brought in several people to testify about the 

adverse effects of pornography on children. However, none of these supporters have yet defined 

what "pornography" is or answered concerns about the unintended consequences of these bills 

(see the attached list of questions asked of bill sponsors). 

Additionally, no one has discussed the harmful effects lack of information and a feeling of being 

unwelcome has on youth. A 2011 study noted that adolescents who identify as a sexual minority 

(i.e., gay/lesbian, bisexual, or other sexual orientation) were twice as likely to perform acts of 

self-harm. A study ten years later further noted the association between the experience of being 

identified as a sexual minority and the increased risk of self-harm.  

Aside from self-harm, lack of representation in one’s community leads to dehumanization of a 

person according to 2020 research by Mancini T. Ferrari. This dehumanization further 

contributes to the mental health decline in youth. An article published in 2022 surmised that 

making sure people from diverse backgrounds are represented in mental health education 

resources “is an important component to inclusive accessible care.” 

In the landmark 2018 case Doe ex rel. Doe v. Boyertown Area School District, testimony relied 

on the American Academy of Pediatrics’ amicus brief reporting that “policies that exclude 

transgender individuals exacerbate the individual’s risk of anxiety and depression, low self-

esteem, engaging in self-injurious behaviors, suicide, and other adverse outcomes.” 

Closer to home, a Minot, ND Clinical Psychiatrist responded as follows when asked about the 

impact of bills such as HB1205 and SB2360 on North Dakota youth: “Even if we personally 

dislike something we see, or feel offended by it,  a democratic and pluralistic society pretty much 

requires us to show tolerance and respect free speech. With children, things such as this are the 

proverbial "teaching moment", where we can share our views and help them develop their own 

critical viewing/listening/reading skills. The supposed motive, of "protecting" children, is often 



just an excuse for censorship - the best protective factor is an ability to think critically and a set 

of strong personal values (not those imposed by others).” 

A consultant with Fargo’s Harbor Health Initiative explained that bills like HB1205 are not 

operating in the best interest of people, but rather creating anxiety and fear. They said: “since 

these actions aren't well grounded, they're not going to result in better outcomes. Which means 

more destabilizations and more anxiety and fear from it. The story isn't about book bans or 

religious identity, the story is should the government have the power to do this.”  

A primary goal of Harbor Health is to promote better mental health, and HB1205 and SB2360 do 

not support this goal. “You don't ever want a person thinking there is no option or place for 

themselves.” This person went on to say: “When we're looking at minority communities, a big 

thing for them is finding representation, because it can be extremely socially isolating to not see 

yourself represented in materials or stories. There are a lot of other factors to consider too when 

we think about shame and the narratives youth may have about themselves, their bodies, and 

even their desires when they're living in a society that actively stigmatizes them. So, having 

access to books with people who are like themselves, that can help them understand, relate, and 

contextualize their own experiences, is very important.” 

However, in addition to the negative mental health impact HB1205 has on youth, this bill could 

be detrimental to our children’s physical health. While I would venture to guess that no parent 

wants their child having sex before adulthood, we would be naïve to believe this doesn’t happen. 

Additionally, I could make an educated guess that all of us want our children to be healthy. 

Unfortunately, when youth are not made aware of repercussions and/or ways to avoid unhealthy 

sexual decisions they cannot protect themselves. This has become an increasing problem in ND 

as demonstrated by a 2/10/2023 report on KXMC which reported that Sexually Transmitted 

Infections have been on the rise for the past five years based on a ND Department of Health 

report. “According to the report, from 2017 to 2021, cases of chlamydia have increased by 20%, 

syphilis rates have increased by 25%, and gonorrhea cases have soared by 78% in that same 

period of time.” 

Harbor Health also shared that more than 30% of high school students have had sex and only 

about 52% used condoms. They found that the biggest emerging demographic of new HIV cases 

in ND was young men. Men who didn't live through the AIDS crisis or the fear with it. “It's 

young gay men who never think about protection, because pregnancy isn't a concern, so why 

bother?” said the consultant. “And it's these youth that I feel are failed by not having some 

access to better information.” 

Finally, as someone who has been in the library field for over fourteen years, I think you would 

have difficulty finding library workers who think pornography is suitable for youth and should 

be readily available to children of all ages. Yet, this is what some legislators and others would 

like you to believe. 

Libraries have well-vetted policies and procedures in place to manage which books are selected 

and to handle concerns presented by our patrons. Further, ND law already prevents us from 

allowing access to obscene materials. I know that some people do not agree with the current 



standards for evaluating obscenity, but this legal definition has been in place for decades and 

ensures we view work as a whole, not simply pieces. I ask that you trust our skills, experience, 

and education; but I also ask that you visit our libraries and ask questions about our policies.  

To state it simply: we do not carry pornography. I challenge anyone to visit the Minot Public 

Library and find pornography, especially in our children's section. If you do find something you 

consider pornographic, bring it to me. Let's talk about it. Let me share our process for selecting 

books, and give me a chance to listen to your concerns. 

 

Thank you, 

 

 

 

Janet Anderson, 

Library Director 

Minot Public Library 

Janet.anderson@minotnd.org 

(701) 852-1045 
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Questions about HB1205 
Page 1 

Lines 9-11: What standards are being used to decide if something is considered a “work of art” or 

“works of anthropological significance?” Who is deciding this? 

Lines 12-14 indicate primarily visual depictions as opposed to written. Does this bill ONLY apply to 

pictures/images? 

Line 15 could refer to books on fertility as related to the male aspect of this topic. What safeguards are 

in place to assure patrons that this would not be content to be removed? 

Line 16: What is the definition of “deviant” in this section? Who decides this? 

Line 17 does not specify human, yet at a committee hearing a Senator indicated these bills “obviously” 

apply to humans. Where is this specified? What protects books on animal husbandry? 

Line 18 would impact books on puberty, especially since it doesn’t refer to stimulation by whom. What 

would protect these books from being removed? 

Line 20 would impact materials on child-rearing as they are not specifically “materials used in… 

courses.” Parenting books on diaper rash and other maladies could be included. What would protect 

these books from being removed? 

Line 21 is very vague and could include depictions of kissing. However, it would most certainly include 

books with bare-chested male models being caressed by scantily clad women on the cover. What is in 

place to allow adults to continue to check these items out of a library? 

Line 22: What is the definition of “perversion” and who decides this? 

Lines 5-22: Why was there a need to add this section as there are already existing obscenity laws? 

Page 2 

Lines 4-5 is especially concerning because during testimony it was repeatedly noted that these bills only 

pertain to children. As it currently reads, this would not allow certain materials in ANY portion of a 

library. Can you please clarify what is meant by “in its inventory?” 

Line 9 would have quite a large financial impact as books purchased with taxpayer dollars would simply 

be thrown into landfills. Has this been taken into consideration? 

Lines 10-17 are already done in libraries. Was this known at the time the bill was drafted and submitted.  

In general, if lines 12-14 on page one would include written descriptions, what in this proposed bill 

would protect the Bible from being removed? Even if it does only refer to pictures, what would protect 

an illustrated Bible? 

 

  



Fiscal Impact to Read All Books in a Collection 

Data used to determine: 

Average Adult Reading Speed: 200-300 WPM / 1 Hour = 40 pages 
 

Average Grades 1-6 Reading Speed: 80-185 WPM  
  

Average Teen Reading Speed: 195-204 WPM  
  

Average # of pages / book: Fiction = 200-400 pages     Nonfiction = 150-200 
 

Average # of hours / book:  Fiction = 5 – 10 Hours        Nonfiction = 3.75 – 5 Hours 
 

Average word count: adult = 90,000  YA = 50,000 – 80,000   Middle = 25,000-40,000 
 

52 weeks in a year  
    

Formulas 
    

# of pages  .= # of collection items x 300 (average # 

of pages) 

 

# of hours read  .= # of pages / 40 (average pages read per 

hour)  

 

# of days  .= # of hours / 8 (hour work 

day) 

  

# of weeks  .= # of days / 5 (days in a 

work week)  

  

# of years  .= # of weeks / 52 (weeks in 

a year) 

  

# of employees .= # items / 260 (number of books read in 

a year) 

 

 



# of books read in a day = 1 (7.5 hours per day X 40 pages per hour) = 300 pages (average adult 

book) 

#of books read in a work week = 5 (one book per day) 

# of books read in a year = 260 (5 books a week X 52 weeks) 

Example 
Total ND Public Library Collection (not including schools, special, academic, etc.): 

Total Books = 4,925,631 

Average amount per library = 59,345 

How many staff required to read = 228 

IF all of these staff work full-time and are paid minimum wage of $7.25/hr (which is quite lower 

than what it would actually be) the salary impact would be $3,438,240 ($7.25 x 2080 hours per 

year x 228 employees) 

 

Minot Public Library Financial Impact 

First of all, to read every item in the collection, as had been suggested by some, would be 

incredibly time consuming. As an example, the Minot Public Library’s collection includes 

123,539 books as of 3/11/23, not including DVDs and video games which would probably have 

to be reviewed as well. Based on available data as shown below, it is accurate to assume that this 

means there are 37,061,700 pages in the MPL collection. This would take 926,542.5 hours to 

read (this equates to 115,817.812 work days OR 23,163.5625 weeks OR 445.45 years) for one 

person to read. MPL has 25 staff (including our administrative and maintenance staff) so it 

would take 17.818 years for all 25 staff to read all items in our library’s collection. The lowest 

paid position at MPL makes $13.26/hour. If we decreased every employee’s salary to this 

amount and paid them only to read materials (not perform any other tasks) it would cost 

$689,520 per year to review the entire collection. The total cost would be $11,721,840 for 17 

years. However, if we use the AVERAGE hourly wage of MPL employees, $20.99 per hour, 

these numbers change to $1,091,480 for one year and $18,555,160 over 17 years. 
 

Additionally, if items need to be withdrawn based on claims of “obscenity” there will be 

additional costs. Even if just 20% of the MPL collection were deemed “unacceptable” 24,708 

items would have to be withdrawn and thrown away. The average cost per item is $35 which 

would mean $864,780 of items would be put into the landfill (not including the staff cost to do 

the work needed). 
 

For the first year alone, the potential fiscal impact of HB 1205 and/or SB 2360 would be 

$1,956,260. For comparison, the Minot Public Library’s TOTAL 2023 budget (including two 

major building projects) is $2,182,213. Since this is simply not feasible, libraries throughout the 

state have policies and procedures in place to help ensure appropriate items are selected for a 

library’s collection. For anyone interested in learning more about this process, a recording of the 

event many of you were invited to (“The Book Goes Where?!?” hosted by the Minot Public 

Library) is available online here and the slides are included below. 
 

**These expenses do not included unfunded liability insurance for potential criminal charges** 

https://youtu.be/0FOD_dul5f8
























 


