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This letter is an appeal of an SLD Funding Commitment Decision, dated January

25,2002, that determined Eastern Parkway Chabad Resource Center, Library of Agudas

Chassidei Chabad Lubavitch is not an entity eligible to receive funding under program

rules. The applicant maintains that it is indeed eligible and that it meets the eligibility

requirements set forth in 47 U.S.C 254(h)(4). The applicant files this appeal directly with

the Commission because this appeal entails the interpretation of unclear provisions of

statutes and rules, a matter that the SLD is not authorized to rule on pursuant to 47 CFR

54.702(c).

FACTS

Eastern Parkway Chabad Resource Center, Library of Agudas Chassidei Chabad

Lubavitch is an independently funded library that is open to the public. The library has

one the largest and most extensive collections in the world of philosophical, theological

and legal works of a Judaic nature. This collection was amassed from the 18th century to

the present. The library has approximately 250,000 volumes, many of them extremely

rare and out ofprint and not available anywhere else in the world. The primary purpose

of the library is to provide researchers with a comprehensive collection ofmaterial in

their respective areas of expertise. A detailed description of the exact nature of this

collection is provided in a brochure published by the library and is presented along with

this filing as Exhibit A I .

The library filed a Form 471, application #230062, requesting funding for certain

items through the e-rate program for Funding Year 4. The SLD did not conduct any

correspondence or make any contact with the library throughout the review process of

that application. Subsequently the SLD issued a Funding Commitment Decision to deny

all FRN's in the library's application. The Funding Commitment Decision Explanation

I See also the library's website at www.chabadlibrary.org
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provided was that the library "is not eligible to receive funding based on the program

rules for eligible entities". The SLD provided no further explanation.

Although the SLD explanation does not describe which program rules it was

referring to, correspondence that the SLD conducted with other libraries affiliated with

the applicant provides an understanding of the SLD's interpretation of the program rules

under which the SLD concluded that the applicant is an ineligible entity. In a letter sent

by the SLD to many other libraries applying for funding under the e-rate program the

applicants were notified that the SLD must establish that the library was eligible for

Library Services and Technology Act funding at the time that the application was filed.

The SLD instructed those libraries to contact their state's State Library office to receive

certification of LSTA eligibility. The apparent and reasonable interpretation of these

instructions was that the State Library was to certify that the library met the criteria to

receive LSTA funding under that state's LSTA grant program.

In a different letter by the State Library of California an applicant was advised

that the State Library was requested by the SLD to verify that applicant's eligibility to

receive LSTA funding. That letter explicitly stated that far a library to be eligible for

Universal Service that library must meet both federal LSTA eligibility criteria and

additional conditions imposed by the state of California, such as the library having

qualified staff, which California library law defines as at least one member who has

completed a masters level library education program accredited by the American Library

Association2
•

The state in which the applicant is located, New Yark, allows only libraries that

are members of a regional library system to participate in its LSTA funded programs. The

New York Metropolitan area regional library system, where the applicant is located,

requires its members to participate in an interlibrary loan program. Since the applicant

does not participate in such a program it is not eligible for membership in the

Metropolitan New York Library Council, and therefore not eligible to participate in

LSTA funded programs administered by the state of New York. Apparently the SLD

concluded that since the applicant did not meet the criteria that New York established for

2 See California LSTA eligibility criteria in Exhibit B



participants in its LSTA funded programs the applicant was therefore not eligible to

receive Universal Service under program rules.

OUESTIONS PRESENTED

47 U.S.C. 254 (h)(4) states as follows; Eligibility of users: No entity listed in this

subsection shall be entitled to preferential rates or treatment as required by this

subsection, if such entity operates as a for-profit business, is a school described in

paragraph (5)(A) with an endowment of more than $50,000,000, or is a library or library

consortium not eligible for assistance from a State library administrative agency under

the Library Services and Technology Act (20 U.S.c. 9121 et seq.).

I) Does the above subsection require a library to meet criteria established by a

state, as a condition to receive grants from that state's LSTA funds, in addition to

meeting the eligibility criteria for LSTA funding under section 20 U.s.C. 9l22?

II) 20 U.S.C. 9163 provides that the determination of the best use ofLSTA funds

shall be reserved for the States and their local subdivisions. If a state determines that

funding a particular type of library is not the best use of its limited funds does that deem

that library not "eligible for assistance from a State library administrative agency"?

III) Did the SLD exceed the authority vested in it by Congress or the Commission

in determining that Eastern Parkway Chabad Resource Center, Library of Agudas

Chassidei Chabad Lubavitch is an entity that is not eligible to receive funding under

program rules?



DISCUSSION

20 U.S.c. 9122 (2)(d)(i,ii), the LSTA Act cited in 47 U.S.c. 254(h)(4) as the

definition of a library, sates; The term "library" includes - (D) a research library, which

for the purposes of this subchapter means a library that - (i) makes publicly available

library services and materials suitable for scholarly research and not otherwise available

to the public; and (ii) is not an integral part of an institution of higher education. The

library's stated mission and purpose is to provide material not otherwise available for

researchers, writers, professors and members of the clergy. The library is also not

affiliated with any institution of higher education. It is therefore clear that the applicant

qualifies as a research library and therefore meets the statutory definition of a library

under the LSTA Act and is eligible to receive funding under the LSTA Act.

I) The SLD decision, which determined that the applicant is an entity not eligible

to receive funding under program rules assumes that the intent of (h)(4) is that a library

must qualify for the actual allocation of an LSTA grant in its state, regardless of what

criteria that state established for participants in its LSTA programs. However it is

apparent and evident from the Commission's Universal Services Report and Order that

the reference to the LSTA Act was for the purpose of defining libraries eligible for

support. The intention of (h)(4) is that for purposes of universal services eligibility a

library shall be defined according to the definitions of a library as set forth in section 20

regarding eligibility for LSTA. Therefore any library that meets the conditions set forth in

the LSTA act is eligible for Universal Services funding.

In the Report and Order 4the Commission decides to "adopt the definition of

library contained in the Library Services and Technology Act for purposes of section

254(h)". In section 10 of the Report 5the Commission addresses the issue oflibrary

eligibility with the following language "Section 254(h)(5) does not include an explicit

definition oflibraries eligible for support. Rather, in section 254(h)(4)'s eligibility

criteria, Congress cited LSCA" (amended in 1996 to LSTA, see infra), "We, therefore,

3 see Exhibit A p.7
4 at 32
5 at 556



adopt the LSTA definition of library for purposes of section 254(h)6. (See also footnote

1436 which references the LSTA Act as a definition of "a library").

The above demonstrates clearly and persuasively that (h)(4) is to be construed as

requiring eligible libraries to satisfy the definition of libraries set forth in the LSTA Act.

By citing that Act it was not the intent of Congress to limit eligibility only to those

libraries that qualify for an actual grant under an LSTA funded program administered in

that library's state.

254(h)(4) initially cited LSCA which limited eligible libraries to public libraries

and a limited group ofresearch libraries. In 1996 when LSCA was repealed and replaced

with the LSTA Act?, an act that greatly broadens the definition ofa library, (h)(4) was

amended to reference the LSTA Act. The explicit purpose of amending (h)(4) was to

grant more libraries access to universal services, and to broaden the scope of eligible

libraries..

If (h)(4) is to be construed as to require libraries to qualify for funding under state

administered LSTA program guidelines, the effect ofthat amendment would actually

limit the scope of eligible libraries and the resulting definition of libraries for purposes of

Universal Service eligibility would actually be narrower then what it would be under the

LSCA definition.

California along with several other states require a library to be staffed by a

person with a masters degree in library or information science. Thousands ofpublic

libraries, eligible under LSCA, do not have librarians who have completed a masters

level library education program accredited by the American Library Association8
, or do

not meet other conditions imposed by certain states, and would therefore not qualify to

participate in an LSTA funded program in those states.

In addition LSCA supported funding for certain academic libraries that were not

supported through public funds. Under LSTA there are ten state library agencies 9 that do

not administer an LSTA funded program that provides assistance to academic libraries.

6 at 558
7 Pub. L. 104-208, div. A, title I, Sec. 101(e) (title VII, Sec. 708 (aJ), Sept. 30, 1996, 110 Stat. 3009-233,
3009-312
8 The National Center for Educational Statistics database shows that in 1999 there were 4961 public
libraries that did not have ALA-MLS librarians
9 Source, NCES. Those states are; Alabama, Hawaii, Louisiana, Maine, Maryland, Minnesota, Tennessee,
Texas Vermont and the District of Columbia



Of the agencies that do provide grants to academic libraries, many limit that funding to

those that are publicly funded. Thus the result of amending (h)(4) to LSTA would serve

primarily to disqualify previously eligible entities.

Construing (h)(4) as to require libraries to qualify for participation in an actual

state administered LSTA program would defeat the legislative intent in amending (h)(4),

which was to broaden the scope of eligible libraries. Such construction would also result

in a policy that excessively discriminates against libraries depending on which state the

library is located.

It is therefore apparent that in amending (h)(4), Congress intended that for

purposes of qualifying for Universal Service libraries are required to meet only the

statutory definition oflibraries as set forth in the LSTA Act. Libraries are not required to

qualify for participation in an actual LSTA funded program. Therefore Eastern Parkway

Chabad Resource Center, Library of Agudas Chassidei Chabad Lubavitch which meets

the statutory definition oflibraries as set forth in the LSTA Act is eligible for Universal

Service.

II) 20 U.S.C. 9l4l(a) sets forth a wide set of purposes for which states may

apportion funding received under the LSTA Act. Specifically, paragraph (b) of that

subsection allows states to apportion its share of funding "as appropriate, to meet the

needs of the individual State".

20 U.S.C.9l63 states; "Nothing in this subchapter shall be construed to interfere

with State and local initiatives and responsibility in the conduct oflibrary services. The

administration oflibraries, the selection of personnel and library books and materials, and

insofar as consistent with the purposes of this subchapter, the determination of the best

uses of the funds provided under this subchapter, shall be reserved for the States and their

local subdivisions".

The only restriction placed on states in utilizing LSTA funds is that its

expenditures be "consistent with the purposes of this subchapter". A state is not required

to appropriate LSTA funds to every entity that is eligible to receive funding under the

Act. As a result of this allocation mechanism a library may be "eligible for assistance

from a State library administrative agency", as defined in the eligibility criteria set forth

------------------------- -- -- ---------- -- --------------------



in section 9122, and still not qualify for any of the programs that were established in that

state because the state has the discretion to detennine "the needs ofthat individual state".

Section 9151 requires states that wish to establish an advisory council that the

council be "representative of the library entities in the State, including public, school,

academic, special, and institutional libraries, and libraries serving individuals with

disabilities". Clearly the legislative intent was that although an entity may not receive

funding, that entity is nonetheless eligible to receive funding and therefore has the right

to participate in decisions made regarding that funding.

Section 9122 (2)(E)IO clearly limits state authority to detennine "that a library

should be considered a library for purposes of this subchapter" to private or special

libraries not included in (2)(A, B, C or D) ofthat subsection. It is evident that state

authority to detennine whether a library is considered a library for purposes ofLSTA is

restricted to the category oflibraries described in (2)(E). Other libraries, eligible under

9122, are designated as libraries for purposes of the Act regardless of state recognition of

that library for purposes of LSTA.

In light of the above it is plain and obvious that a library that does not qualify for

funding, allocated by a state under a state's discretion to detennine "the needs of that

individual state", is nevertheless eligible, as a matter oflaw, to receive LSTA funding.

An interpretation of (h)(4) as to require a library to qualify for actual funding from an

LSTA funded state administered program is clearly erroneous.

III) The SLD decision entails findings and rulings in regard to both questions of

law and matters of fact. The SLD ruling on both of these matters was not in compliance

with the rules and procedures established by the Commission.

A) Matters of Law. The SLD ruling that the applicant is ineligible to receive

funding under program rules is based on an interpretation of Section 254 (h)(4). The SLD

IOSection 9122 (2)(E) states; a private library or other special library, but only if the State in which such
private or special library is located determines that the library should be considered a library for purposes
of this subchapter.

_._- _._--- .._- _._--_. --- ..__._.-_._-- - --------------------------



is not authorized to interpret this statute. 47 CFR 54.702(c) limits the authority of the

SLD as follows; The Administrator may not make policy, interpret unclear provisions of

the statute or rules, or interpret the intent of Congress. Where the Act or the

Commission's rules are unclear, or do not address a particular situation, the Administrator

shall seek guidance from the Commission.

The SLD decision, which determined an entity's eligibility under program rules,

is based on the interpretation ofunclear provisions of a statute, an interpretation it was

not authorized to make. Accordingly the Funding Commitment Decision based on that

interpretation must be vacated.

B) Matters of Fact. The SLD decision may be based on certain factual findings

and assumptions pertaining to the nature of Eastern Parkway Chabad Resource Center,

Library of Agudas Chassidei Chabad Lubavitch 11. The process in which the SLD arrived

at these factual findings was not in compliance with FCC rulings.

The SLD decision may be explained, in the alternative, that the SLD, without

requesting any additional information from the applicant, concluded as a matter of fact

that Eastern Parkway Chabad Resource Center, Library of Agudas Chassidei Chabad

Lubavitch did not qualify as a research library under 20 USC 9122(2)(d)(i,ii).

According to SLD written procedure the SLD must consider new information on

appeal if "there is evidence on file that the applicant was not given the opportunity to

provide us with documentation during the review process,,12. Since the record clearly

shows that the applicant was never provided with the opportunity to demonstrate that it

was an eligible entity, the SLD finding must be vacated and the issue of the applicant's

eligibility for Universal Service shall be remanded for further review so that Eastern

Parkway Chabad Resource Center, Library of Agudas Chassidei Chabad Lubavitch may

be given the opportunity to provide documentation as to the nature of its library

classification and as to its eligibility under (h)(4) and its qualification according to 20

USC 91 22(2)(d).

II The Applicant acknowledges the need to verify an entity's eligibility, however to do so in a manner that
discriminates against and disqualifies eligible applicants is not a reasonable application of the
COnmllssion's rules under the schools and libraries support mechanism. see United Talmudical Order
15 FCC Rcd 430-431, para. 15.
12 SLD website, www.sl.universalservice.orgireference/AppealsSLDGuidelines.asp



CONCLUSION-RELIEF REOUESTED

The SLD erred in its interpretation of 254(h)(4) in requiring the applicant to meet

state imposed LSTA eligibility criteria. The SLD further erred in its classifying an entity

that does not qualify for participation in a state's LSTA funded program, because of that

state's discretion not to allocate funding to an eligible entity, as "not eligible for

assistance from a State library administrative agency under the Library Services and

Technology Act". The SLD also exceeded its authority in interpreting unclear provisions

of statutes or rules. In the alternative, the SLD did not give the applicant an opportunity

to provide information during the review process.

Because of the above stated reasons Eastern Parkway Chabad Resource Center,

Library of Agudas Chassidei Chabad Lubavitch requests that the Commission grant the

following relief;

I.) Find that Eastern Parkway Chabad Resource Center, Library ofAgudas

Chassidei Chabad Lubavitch was eligible to receive funding for Year 4,

and that such funding shall be granted13

2.) Find that Eastern Parkway Chabad Resource Center, Library of Agudas

Chassidei Chabad Lubavitch is an entity eligible to receive funding in

Year 5 and in future years.

3.) Find that the SLD was not authorized to determine an entity's eligibility

based on the interpretation of an unclear statute14

4.) In the event that it shall be determined that further information is required

in order to determine the nature of Eastern Parkway Chabad Resource

Center, Library of Agudas Chassidei Chabad Lubavitch's status under 20

USC 9122(2)(d) that the applicant shall be afforded the opportunity to

13 pursuant to 47 USC 254(h)(4) and 20USC 9122(2)(d)
14 pursuant to 47CFR 54.702(c)



provide such infonnation, and that the SLD should advise the applicant as

to how such infonnation may be provided15

15 pursuant to Request for Review by St. Stanislaus Grade School, Order No. DA 01-285, File No. SLD
142493, and SLD stated policy as posted on the SLD website

~-~---------_._----------_._-------------------------



The LihfllfY is on. ofm. most distillll'ii$IMi
Judaic libraries, containing approxi~ly
250,000 books, the majority of which}l~·;.
and rare. Around 200,000 of these are.~
in the languages ofHebfew and YiddiSh,W~
the remaining 50.000 are in a variety of other
languages.

10 addilion to books, the Library houses:

• A collection of several thousand hand-.'
written volumes, vjltuallyall.~. 'Chabad
Chassidic philosophy: manuscripti;penned by'
the Lubavitchcr Rebbe:s, or copied by
chassidim:

EXHIBIT A

LmRARVof
AglIdas CIlasSideI ClUlbaiII'·Ohel 'I'fieI'_

Lubavitehc _~ _

,.",LiImtty
The Library of Agudas ChassideiChaba4.~ • Ava-lit archiveoHetters and articles related
Yosef Yitzchak Lubavitch is located at.~ totlteC..habad movement, including the gianl
international headquarters of the Chabiid letter collection of the sixth l.ubaviteher
movement:: 770 Eastern Parkway. Brooklyn: Re~. Rabbi Joseph I. Schneersohn;

New York, • Sacred items bequeathed to posterity by
the LubaviteberRebbes,as well as a wide
variety of items presented as gifts to the
seventh ]••ubavitpber Rebbe. Rabbi Menachem
M. Schneersobn, over the years of his
leadership;
• A collection OfphoLogtaphs. of chassidim
·Ww Chabadaetivflies. sent to the sixth and
seventh Lub.>(\t<herRebbes during their years
qr l.ad"",bip; .

• An expansive collection of news-clippings
tlltithe Cbitbad .. movement·and general world
~;aad

.'::"<J1lyers and ads of aU sorts which were sent
i:Qthe Rebbes over the years.

A special staff works regularly on the
manuscript and archive collections. Their
W#r):produces many books of the Chabad
~' essays. talks and letlcrs.

O~ythe book section of the Library i,; open to
re~chers, by means of a (,.'omputerized,
detailed catalog, This catalog is also available
to the public at large via internet:
www.cl1abadlibrary.oTg.

The LitJrnry aL~o fe,aruresan Exhibition Hall,
where Se1ected holdings from the archives of
artifacts, photographs, books and Jnanuscripts
are displayed.

1





LiIlraFy of Lubavitdl 3

The .t./bnIIy's ilft>Dks ,,,, tfIWd8ct inllJ
tImN18Wf1ong:

the.t.~CDllecfh4 the PLw/tNHI
118IJIJe's Collection sm:Ithel18lJlJe's
Ct>lleclli:!n:

THEi.UI1Avm/tHCOI./.I!CJ7()N
Most of .t!Je boolls. gathered in Lnbavi"'h bY
the ChOOlitl Rel:iIIoS from theeai'ly HIllO. to
1915 are currenlly held by the Mnscow Public
Libniry.

Rabbi $llalom Ber Schneersnbn. .tIt. aftlt
CbaWW .RebbO\knnwn •.llSthe •. "
Raslinb"). was forced tn flee ldYthe
World War I as the Gennan l\Dl1Y ..
the _. He abaodonedLllb"\'~1"h.liiilI
relocal»l1, withl>!s family, to RoSto\>\QD.!Iil
Don River), sending his treasured bookS ro,~

Moscow- warehouse for safeguarcling~ with
intention of retrieving them at war's end.

Howeverl the Re};)be Rashab passed Rwaym
Rosrov just before the world saw peace.

Leadership of Lubavilch passed to his son and
successor, Rabbi Joseph L Schneersohn. the
$ixth Chabad Rebbe. who expressed interest in
the !xroltS' condillon and their retumfrom the

warehouse. But the Conununist re~'Jwung
ioto power, appropriated aU Wat;dlllil~llnd
all 0tht:r,private real e.'itate mp:o~and
seized the books and deposited theIn"lit. the
Moscowroblic Library.

The !'revious Rebbe worked for the !><>oks'
release . for many years. Yet f()tjilthis
multifaceted efforts, he faile4 toretri_tJithMn.

;"'''0f{i,EfS
As s"llilas the bnds of A new erAc'btlgan
sproutiil&.in Russia, in 1981,thecoo~
LubaYiwher Rebbe,. Rabbi MenacbtiinM.
Schneersnbn, began efforts anew tOw_lbe
l'edemp!im of this sarred store' mo~
expeo~ the greatest elltJQlie$ for '.'
years, <ftspatchiog speria! . ,. r
Uiis caU$'e; Twice the Rebbe· sent
~ting~}ORussia for aprolonge4
!><>ok.re<lemption mission, Yet the.
remains· trapped in the Moscow
Library,

todaY, work continues for their release. Hope.
l1iilh and trust remain strong that these brily
books will ultimately return to their rightful
JlIace: the Agudas Chassidei Chabad OheI
'Yosef Yitzchak Lubavitch Library~

Shluchirn conference - on dIe steps (lr the Library in Moscow

3



Library of Lobavll;ih

. h wot:ld
r~way ,W31I

oew~ of the Previous
.', ~itremains to this

'~1104hek\';,~

hW....UJl;!
,,~~,'

·a-.,abb.k·~:"'~'r.OIl.
In7,""""sfa"".-

They fit$t returned to Riga. and moved onto
New York from therc,T1II!F/!f/!i£'YIOI/8RESSES

C~

In 1924{ when the Lubavitch Collection was
deposited at the Moscow Publie Library. the
!'r¢vi9\ls Rebbe began 10 build the Lubaviteb
Limary anew. He shlrted by purchasing the
entire col1e<:lion of Shmuel Weiner, a
contemporary bibliophile and rare-~

eoIIecter _ personal treasure <lI1I!lt
conslst\!d of li!oond 5.000 priceless. a~'lI/lIt
rare voIumell.- This was quickly fol~'llf
an 31!llt"Ssive l'OOnding-OUI of the lIl!rlItt'jjliIl
the eontinued)!Drch_ ofa varietyof~-lIf
JUIlaita ana.'Hebraica, .

I. 1927. the Previo.. R<lIbe w,", ......:.r.,,:ti¥
Communist authorities and "'. 40
exile. but WllS freed andsullll~y
leave Russill, Initially, he w.. _ ,
take his new book collection, lim .Jl<li> his
staunch ¥stence that"if.~.~£~,So
do I," pennissory pnpers were issUed. Ucd the
collection was tratisferred ttl Chaoo<fts new
headqunrters in Riga. Latvia,

From Riga, Rabbi
Scbnecrsohn dL,patched
letters and bUlletins to the
Lubtwiteb community
wOrkMide.r$sting their
efforts to enrich '~he

Luba.itcber Limary" with
books of all-types, This
oontimted evtl/l after R<lIbi
Sehrieersohn~s' emigrnti<'rn
roWarsaw.:~ ~~.
Poland. aIOl,g with Clmbad
headquarters:.

Al the beginning of World
Ww: II. Rallbi Scbn_
was trapped in Nazi.;; ,
occupied Warsaw fQ~

several m<;inths; witb. 'lb¢:'
winding down of Witit¢!l\
1940, the Robbe was
ex.tricated/together with his
hOllseholdand secretariat.

4



Librnry of Lubavitcb 5

J?fi!REDDE'S COi.J.ECTlOH

Upon the arrival of Rabbi Menachcm M.
Schnecrsohn in New York in the summer of
1941, his father-iu*law, the Previous Rebbe.
appointed him as head of Merkos L'inyonei
Chinuch (Central Committee for Jewish
Education). Rabbi Schneersohn started a
separate new library on the premises, for
purposes of Merkos usc.

After the passing of his distinguished t~lthcr

in-law on the tenth ()f Shevat, 5710 (January
28th, 1949), the mantle of le;ulership passed to
Rabbi Schneersobn. who became the seventh
Chabad Rebbe. The Rebbe began Lo widen his
new collection with books accumulated by his
directives, and by his many representatives
around the globe.

In19!J8, when the collection had grown to
great proportions. the home next door to
Lubavitch headquarters was purchased for the
sole purpose of housing this special collection.

From 1968 to 1985, two overhlpping libraries
existed on the premises of Lllbaviteh World
Headquarters: the Previous Rebbe's Collection
in the basement of 770 Eastern Parkway, and
the Rebbe's CoUection in the adjoining
converted home.

The landmark court ca.<;e involving the Library
occurred in the years 1985~1987, in which the
Previous Rcbbc's grandson claimed ownership
over part of his grandfather's collection.

11K' coun ruled that all the books must be
returned to the Library, on the grounds that the
Lubuvitcher Rebbes maintained no personal
ownership over the books; rather, they were
the property of the library belonging to
Agudas Cha.r.;sidei Chabad (Association or
Ch.bad Chassidim).

After the books' ('OUn victory. the Rcbht·
announced a giant campaign of donating books
to the library, The Re.bbe then ordered that
both collections be merged into a new e.ntity
entitled the Library of Aguuas Chas~idei

Chabad Ohel Yosef Yit7£hak - Lubavitch.

5

The Rebbe coffilng out from the Library

Construction was undertaken and completed
over the ye2fs 1991-1992. Since then, the
Lihrary is comprised of both collections side
by side in one extended facility.

In 1992, upon completion of construction and
cumpiling the master catalog on both
collections. the Reading Room was opened to
researchers.

In 1994, the Exhibition Hall was opened to the
public at large.

--------,,-------------------



6 Library j1fLubavitch

The Library's Manuscript
progressively grew parallel to the
collections through the seven ...
the Chabad movement.
manuscript •collection C'Qn$i
Chassidic philosophy written by

Chabad manu'!'ript history be .
of the Alter Rebbe's .
not a sill$le wOO<. by the fll'Sl
had yet.been printed. The
regularlYdellvered each S
down (afterShabixls) by the
~bbi Y~ Leib (the ra
and author of Sh'ayris Ye
Work). Many bandwrilten
of these notes and distribu cntbe
thousands of chassidim. The.~m ·opus
Tanya was also not in print fonnMtllat tlJi:Ie.
and was pa~sed among the chai;sidiin in like
manner: handwritten copies.~e coPfes
were the beginning of the currentcoflection of
manuscripts on Chabad philosophy.

ObviousJy, th\~ Collection was not yet a
collection: it was nol (collected· to one~e.

But within two generations, the Alter ~'s
grandson and heir - the Tz.emach Tzedtk. the
third Chabad Rebbe, was worid1\g to assemble
all drifting manuscripts into one c.oll¢Sive
coUection at one location., thus begilUIitlg to
bui.ld the Manuscript O)llection under· the
permanent protection of Chabad' s leaderS,

From time to timt~, this Collection grew,
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Whether by acquiring. manuscripts, teachings
nr handwritings of late Rebbes, or by the
manual record.. of lessons delivered by the
contemporary Rebbe (whi~h were either
privately written by the Rebbes themselves or
recorded mid"lesson bY·att~nive clmssidim),
the collection of handwritten items
consistently pa<:sed from Rtbbe to Rebbe,

Stin. even this weH-guardedcollection wo.o:; not
safe from the ravages oHiuw,. A small number
of volumes would flIll~1I!c ban"" of other
inheritors upon eaC\! ~" passillg. The
previously mentioned ••. fiTell that .lit upon
LubaviJch would llll!~Jhe MlinU$.'riPt
Collecu()D; many ~~':~~ cO~nted ip
these fires. Howevet. tlIe overWhelming
majority of the colleCtioii'; was C9flStantly
secured at the contemporar:y center of the
Chabad movement. In addition, the few
volumes that did wind up illihe property of
other inheritors were uItiuul!i>Iy reacquired by
the Rebbe or his assistants, and were retwn.ed
to the collection.

Until the Nazis overtook Poland, the
Manuscript Collection wasweil maintained.

In late 1939. this pnceless, ,sacred collection
was lost. For thirty~il!}tY.~, its' fate was
unknown. But G.-d; iJ1:~,:#lercy. kept His
kindneM upon us, andQJe'~tion wasfound
in a Warsaw library <le<ilJdel\;.Iilter. I\nd in late
1977, it was broughloome m.Chahad in New
York.

Today, the Library •..•~ Brouad 3,000
volumes of .manusctipts;.> Q\,~ 100.· of which
wore personally Wrilten•. by the Rebbes
themselves.

In addition, the Iibrary'~giluJt archive holds
~ximately JOO.OQrrlettets anddoc.uments
fitirnseven generations ,of Chabad leadership
(qnlya slim minorlty'~cfurie from·the first
gtbetations). as wellyas lctters to the· Rcbbes,
plus thousands of ·.eIlaneous letters and
docuincnt....

A~i~. ()ngoingptQ~:js working'on these
ili.~~crl,pts,:)Q CQ~:r"()fgzuljZe andprint the
lessons, talks, teachings rind letters of each of
the Rebbes to his generation,
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TIlEEK1:flI!1I11ONHAJ.J.
The library is not designed me(ely for lending.
or .for ret\(.1irtg opportunities. f~r,;7~~~f!,Jt
public, Rather,"" stressed mOlllf,,, by the
Rebbe-s tbemselves, it" is <\·:7libnuy,.:~
researchers, rabbis, roshoi ~vafl., and
writers who wish to examihe.~~::l:OO
not tind in other Libraries~ .

~' .. ":;:', .'f;.~;.;
To liaIisfy public bunger for mo;., of JUSt
some of the treasures stored iottie Library, a
separate hall was desigoate'Q solely for
exhibits. Every year, Library;, !ithff chooSe a
different th~, around w~h revolve the
exhibit~. In past y~~ific" ~~s.
books. I1lJlllUscripts. painlilIll$, pl1olollrapbs
and more. Ie1ating It>~ 'of lbe Cbabad
Rebbes and"" ""''l:l)' arOa of-<:habnd'activity,
bay.e _ ~ It> these exltibits, in
llll(lltUm,ll> tIl!l!~"'2!!'~gJtltIl'leaders <If Jewry,
plIt!Il<:tiIatl tbillJ'1I ilfofCbassi_
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---------- ~-- .._._--

eniml ~<>f'all
IcltllilWn, Pl'" of

d b~ and"anyOllc
h{ vie~ ~priceless

s and iteJM for tIlim,seJve..' These
displays bring the legacy of CballJildiSm, the
treasures of the Library ", nnd ~. Jewish
history itself, to life. .



EXHIBITB

Sop-OHOOI D5:14al Froll-

Dear Rabbi Mendelshou,

T-90G p, 001/001 F-726

September S, 2001

Hello. My name is Alice Carmody and I am with the Schools and Librareis Division.
I am contacting you in regards to your e-rate applicatioD 230049, the Jewish Learning
Center. We need to establish if the Jewish Library Center was eliglole for Library
Services and Technology Act funding at the time the application was filed. Please
contact Amy Johnson. who is with the Florida State Library. for LSTA verification.
Please have Amy Johnson provide you with a signed written response. which should be
faxed to us. This information is crucial and is needed as soon as poS!ible. Thank you for
your cooperation.

~ r!aemJ
Alice Cannedy ~
Schools and Libraries riiision
Pax (973) 884-8395

Contact lnfonnatiol1
Amy Jolmson
State Library ofFlorida
Phone (850) 245-6622
Pax (850) 488-2746
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11/01/01 13:05 FAX 7146939423

October 26, 2001

RabbLD. J;l1ezrl

CALIFORNIA
STATE LIBRARY
,ouND!D l'IU

~Ol

Librarian
North County Jewish Community Library
19045 Yorba Linda Blvd.
Yorba Linda, CA 92886

Dear Librarian:

The undersigned has been notified by the Universal Service Administrative Company, Schools
and Libraries Division (SLD), that your library has applied for E-Rate program funding. The
SLD has sought assistance from the California State Library in their processing of your
application. They must confirm your library's eligibility for that funding. To do that they seek
the advice of the State Library on your library's eligibility for federal Library Services and
Technology Act (LSTA) funding. Based on the information furnished through the State Library
the SLD in turn wilJ determine if your library qUalifies for E-Rate funds.

As you are doubtless aware, the E-rate program requires that library applicants for those funds
must be eligible for LSTA grants in their home state. Eligibility is generally specified in the
LSTA law but beyond that each state has authority to detennine eligibility of libraries within its
jurisdiction as interpreted by the State Librarian. In California that interpretation is done by the
California State Librarian. Your request cannot be processed by the SLD Wltil it receives
information from the California State Library regarding the extent to which your library meets the
conditions of eligibility for LSTA.

Libraries of all types generally are covered by LSTA; however. please note that in California
LSTA is not authorized for use for personal libraries, private professional libraries, libraries
lacking qualified staff, libraries not open to the public I libraries which charge for use, etc. These
provisions are covered in the Criteria for Eligibility for LSTA.

Since tbe State Library is unfamiliar with your organization. we are seeking information from you
regarding the nature of your library that we will use [0 determine eUgibility. Please consult the
Criteria for Eligibility to Receive Grant Funding (copy enclosed) to ascertain if your library is
eligible. You should propose your interpretation to me. Please reply to me with a brief summary
in writing of your own evaluation of your library's eligibility as compared to the Criteria. It
would be helpful to us in making our determination if you would tell us about your institution and
yOUf library by means of brochures, annual reports. collection descriptions, service policies. staff
list. or other descriptive material. Please enclose these materials with your reply.

Libnory DeveJopmc"t Scrvicn Dureal1 'J{~J N s,,~<t. SUil~ SOl)

PO fi,,,, 'HJH37

Sa"..." •.,,,,, C:~ 'J-I2J7-(jI)(jl
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(<Jlflj 653-5217 phon~

<")\6) 65J_8-1-1J f..,.

wwwlibr,"Y_OJ.go~
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