This idiotic, lawsuit-happy bill puts an unreasonable onerous on a public service that many people depend upon. If parents are really that concerned about the materials their kids access at the library, the simplest, most cost-effective solution is to ACCOMPANY their kids in the library!

This bill allows parents to dump their kid off at a public library (with budgets tied to your ever reducing revenue stream) for "free" enrichment programs/daycare/babysitting and then SUE the facility when their kid sees something they don't like.  So not only are you going to require guards (or build physical barriers) between the adult and children's sections (because pretty much all modern fiction/non-fiction has some kind of "sex" scene in it), you're also going to allow these negligent parents to bring law suits against the very public institution they are taking advantage of the free/public services provided.

But maybe your REAL agenda is to close public libraries, Andrew Carnegie's "cradles of democracy." Again restrict opportunities for education and exposure to the world to just the moneyed classes and remove one of the few remaining/accessible safe "third spaces" where people can go and feel welcome, free, and appreciated.

And frankly, this bill is badly written. Who decides if something "appeals to the prurient interest of minors in sex, nudity, or excretion"? Excretion, really? It's ludicrous and makes Iowa sound like a bunch of uneducated book-burning morons. And maybe that's what we've become since this bill didn't die in committee.

And again, who decides if "the material depicts...in a manner PATENTLY OFFENSIVE for minors under CONTEMPORARY COMMUNITY STANDARDS with respect to what is SUITABLE FOR MINORS."  Whose community standards? And by what margin? Does that mean that every community (via their library board) gets to decide what is OK as long as it's a simple majority? Isn't that kind of how it works now?  Or is it some expatriate group who thinks they know better - or has some kind of moral mandate? 
Honestly, whenever you guys attempt to clarify a situation and it results in loose and messy language like this, that situation is not something that should be legislated.

Anyone reading this bill can assume that Iowa's legislature is full of a bunch of ignorant-by-choice moral crusaders who straight up just hate reading - people get smarter when they read so obviously Iowa has to make sure the bar is super low so their legislature doesn't trip over it.

