WHAT MAHMOUD V.

TAYLOR MEANS FOR
YOUR LIBRARY

In June 2025, the Supreme Court decided Mahmoud v. Taylor, a case about whether
parents have the right to opt their children out of storybooks read in a public school’s
language arts curriculum. The decision only affirms a parent’s right to opt their child
out of lessons in classrooms, not to decide what books their children will be able to find
in the library. Even though this decision does not apply to materials in school libraries,
some are using the Court’s decision to push their censorship agendas.

What the Mahmoud Decision Does

In Mahmoud, parents sued a school district that would not provide them notice and the
option of removing their children from storytimes during which LGBTQIA-inclusive books
were read. The district claimed that opt-outs were disruptive, stigmatizing, and burden-
some for educators. The Supreme Court said that the lack of notice and opportunity to
opt out threatens the parents’ religious beliefs and practices.

What the Mahmoud Decision Doesn’t Do

First, the Mahmoud decision doesn’t impact materials in school libraries. The
parents who filed the lawsuit were clear that they had no objection to the books being
available in the school libraries. The Supreme Court specifically said that the case only
covers books used as part of classroom instruction.

Libraries are fundamentally different than classrooms. Classrooms are places where
specific, mandatory lessons are taught. In contrast, libraries provide access to informa-
tion and resources on an optional basis. Library materials can be pursued based on the
unique interests and needs of each student.

Second, the Mahmoud decision doesn’t allow people to
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without allowing parents the right to direct their children’s education so that it is con-
sistent with their religious beliefs. Giving parents notice and the opportunity to opt out
safeguards parental rights by allowing parents to make choices about their children’s
education. Notices and opt-outs are safety valves for the First Amendment, letting
parents exercise their rights.

How to Address Mahmoud Challenges in Your
School Library

If you are asked to remove or restrict library materials or create new policies and pro-
cedures in your school library based on the Mahmoud decision, remember:

Mahmoud does not give parents a right to:

» veto the addition of books to the school library collection.

» pull books they don’t like from school library shelves.

» restrict access to certain kinds of books.

» create parental opt-outs from school library materials by subject or category.

Mahmoud does not require your library to:

» create content-specific opt-out policies that target certain topics or subjects in
school libraries.

» create school library policies that allow for opt-outs based on topic or subject.

» use specific modes or processes to provide notices or opt-out.

Mahmoud has left library workers wondering whether school libraries must provide no-
tice about classroom activities in the library, such as read-alongs or library storytimes.
Librarians may want to consider providing notice and opt-out opportunities to parents if
the reading activity is a pre-scheduled, organized mandatory event.

If parents are concerned about library materials, librarians should consult with their
schools’ administrations and legal counsel to develop written policies that allow parents
to access the library catalog and affirmatively notify the administration whenever they
identify a book that they do not want their student to read on the grounds that it would
interfere with the religious training they are providing to their child.

The district should not place librarians in the position of making decisions about a stu-
dent’s access to books in the place of the parent, nor should it remove books from the
school library collection just because a few parents do not like them. Parents may direct
their own children’s reading choices, but they cannot decide what all children can read
in the school library.
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