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Today there are growing questions about the best way to teach these young people English. I
want to focus my attention on this timely issue. Here, it is so important to recognize that these
immigrant children and their parents have a passion to learn English. They know that over-
coming the language barrier is the first great step they need to take to become full participants
in the American experience. So our task is not to persuade them to learn English but to give
them the tools they need to learn to speak English.

In California, concerns about how to teach these young people English center around
Proposition 227, the Unz Amendment, which would effectively eliminate bilingual education
and require that all children to learn English in one year.

I recognize that the decision to vote for or against the Unz Amendment this coming June is
ultimately a decision that is up to the voters of California. I know that there are many well-
intentioned and concerned citizens on both sides of this issue and that the people of California
are taking this issue seriously. I also understand the frustration many parents in California
have about the progress their children are making in learning English.

But I must tell you that Proposition 227 is not the way to go. In my opinion, adoption of the
Unz Amendment will lead to fewer children learning English and many children falling further
behind in their studies. There are five major reasons why I believe that the Unz Amendment

is counter productive to a quality education for all of our children.

First, the “one year” time limit to learn English flies in the face of years of research that tells
us that children learn in different ways and at different speeds. A recent National Academy of
Scrgnces study-:eleasedﬁlast mooth tellux_s_tbat “hurry _g young non: Englrsh smakmg children

epar: e " The
teport recommends that children with no Enghsh proﬁcnency are best taught to read English by
first being taught reading in their native language, if teachers and instructional materials in
their native language are available.

Thus, while an “English only” approach may be effective for some limited English proficient

children, it is hkely to be meffecttve for others I,dQJm.anpose_Enghs.h_in,v__clasm In

a roach What I questtonts the arbttrary one year time limit and the demand that only this
approach is the right approach to help young people learn English.

The approach taken by Prop 227 simply ignores the individual needs of each child and
certainly is an educational straightjacket for teachers and parents. Good teaching starts with
the child’s needs and moves the child along in a timely and responsible manner.



If we adopted the approach suggested by the Unz Initiative to help children learn to read, it
would be a disaster. Some children are already good readers when they come to kindergarten
and others learn by the end of the first or second grades. Other children need extra help even
in third grade and beyond.

Second, the Unz Amendment limits the discretion of teachers to choose the approach that is
best suited for the children they teach. Some children may learn best in an English only class,
others may learn faster in a bilingual class or some other proven approach but teachers are
given no option to use their professional judgement.

THird, Proposition 227 would subject teachers, school board members, and educational
administrators to personal liability in litigation by parents if they fail to comply with its
requirements in educating children.I find this aspect of Proposition 227 both punitive and
threatening. This is not the way to build parent-teacher cooperation -- a key to student success.

Fourth, the Unz Initiative would strip from local school boards the ability to make
edlm_ouna decisions about how to meet the needs of the children they teach. This is
a direct attack on local control of education. The Unz Initiative would not be a helping hand
for language instruction, but rather the heavy hand of overregulation I am surprised that so
many outspoken advocates of local control have chosen not to take issue with this fundamental
flaw in the Unz Initiative.

Fifth, the Unz initiative will in all likelihood result in problems under federal civil rights laws.
In the seminal case of Lau v. Nichols, the Supreme Court interpreted Title VI of the Civil
Rights Act to require school districts to take steps to ensure that national origin minority
students with limited English proficiency can effectively participate in the regular educational
program.

Similarly, the Equal Educational Opportunity Act requires public educational agencies to
overcome language barriers that impede student participation in their instructional programs.
Limiting special language development instruction to one year and preventing a school from
providing bilingual instruction to students, despite the judgment of teachers and the school
principal that children in that school need bilingual instruction to progress, are likely to result
in violations under these laws.

I join all Americans who believe that children who come to school ought to become proficient
in English as quickly as possible. This is the primary purpose of bilingual education -- to
teach children English even as we maintain high academic standards. I also understand the
frustration of some parents who worry that their children are not leamning English as fast as
they should.
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One of the biggest problems we confront is the shortage of qualified bilin chers. The
Califoriia State Board of Education estimates that there is a shortage of 21,000 bilingual
fe__aﬁlers in that state. This, I suspect, is one of the root causes and real reasons why__s'bme
parents have become frustrated. This is why I have asked for a doubling of federal funds,
from $25 million to $50 million, to meet the increasing demand for fully certified bi-lingual
teachers and English-as-second-language teachers.

. Einally I believe every child in America should learn two languages. It is the way of the
world. There are young people all over Europe who are easily fluent in three languages and I
see no reason why American children should not be their equals. Our children are just as smart
and some come to school already able to speak two languages. We should build on this talent
and recognize that our nation will be all the better for it in the new global environment.

I just returned from Chile where I joined President Clinton at the second summit of the
America’s. Improving education it the America’s was a central part of the dialogue at this
summit and I was struck by the fact that several nations begin teaching their children two
languages beginning in the first grade. Surely we have the same capacity and the same ability
to educate our children. This is why I strongly encourage and support any school district that
seeks to make sure that every one of its high school graduates speaks two languages fluently.

In conclusion, I urge the voters of California to consider all these educational ramifications of
the Unz Initiative. They should not be satisfied with the status quo by any means and I support
their sense of urgency and desire to make sure their children are full participants in the
American experience. At the same time, I urge them not to let their sense of frustration get
the best of them and do something that is counter-productive to our common goal of helping
all of our children learn English.

Thank you.
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Bubble and squeak 98(6%us

THE PRESIDENT HAS SEEN
5-25-99%

Further thoughts on America’s bubble economy

AN

HREE weeks ago, The Economist suggested that America
is experiencing an asset-price bubble. The thought has
provoked both debate and abuse. Now, the “B-word” itself
risks falling victim to speculative excess. Over those three
weeks Wall Street has fallen, then rebounded to a new high as
fresh data appeared to show that America’s economic miracle
remains intact, then slipped again. Doces this mean that we
were wrong? Sorry to keep spoiling the fun, but no.
Our previous leader contained two arguments. First, that
thewmmmshﬂmucm,ihemuanﬂmamm ises
ric ration in monetamrowth
are all classic symptoms of a bubble. and the longer it inflates
e more damage it will cause once 1t pops. Second, that the
Federal Reserve should raise interest rates to let some air out
of the bubble before asset inflation feeds through into con-
sumer prices and does more damage.
In response, critics have claimed that share prices are not
overvalued. It is true that some part of the rise in share prices
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level for 34 years, and the rate of increase in labour costs
slowed. Wall Street soared as fears of a rise in interest rates
eased. Yet the Fed would still be wrong to relax.

Look closer at the first-quarter figures and they are not
quite so rosy as they appear. With the economy close to full
capacity and freauent reports of labour shortages. the risk of

hugher inflatiop remains real. Domestic demand grew by an
anpual rate of almost 6% in the first quarter. Moreover, al-

though the growth in the total employment—cost index (ECI)
fell, wages and salaries in the private sector have accelerated
in the past year. There is good reason to suspect that the EC1 is
understating the upward pressure on labour costs. Thanks to
a booming stockmarket, firms have been able to reduce their
contributions to pension plans, thereby holding down em-
ployee benefit costs. The growth in stock options has also
helped to restrain wages. This virtuous circle could quickly
turn vicious. Add in the fact that broad monetary growth has
been accelerating, and there may already be a case to raise
interest rates now to prevent inflation rising, even if the bub-
ble in equity prices is ignored.

But a more important argument is that, even if consumer-
price inflation remains subdued, roaring equity prices can

Dow Jones -« =
lndustrlal Average Bt N,
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reflects better economic fundamentals, but there is no room
for doubt that on standard, time-tested valuation measures,
prices are way out of line. Only on the view that the old indi-
cators no longer apply can you argue that the market is fairly
valued. No one can be sure that the world has not suddenly
changed. But to say that it has is to make a helluva bet—one
that most people would be wise to make only with someone
else’'smoney. Some argue that the market is much more trans-
parent than was Japan’s in the late 1980s and therefore less
prone than Tokyo was to a financial bubble. Yet many of the
“neweconomy” factorssaid to be justifying higher Wall Street
valuations—hopes that inflation is dead and that new tech-
nology is boosting growth—are far from transparent.

Others object, more reasonably, that America’s economy
is in sound shape: with no sign of inflation, there are no
grounds for the Fed to act. It is true that recent economic data
have been surprisingly good. In the first quarter of this year,
GDPgrew at an annual rate of 4.2%, inflation fell to its lowest

still be harmful. The immediate, and for the Fed most rele-
vant, danger is that asset inflation could feed through into
broader goods and services markets. Nagging in its mind
must also be the impact on financial and economic stability
of a later and far bigger crash in asset prices. But there is al-
ready a strong case for the Fed to take account of asset prices
in setting monetary policy (see page 78).

An unenviable task

This is not to underestimate the difficulties that the Fed faces.
It is hard to decide how much to raise interest rates to check
asset-price inflation. In the absence of rising consumer-price
inflation, it is also likely to be politically unpopular, espe-
cially if it works. Investors, home-owners, bankers and politi-
cians like the bubble economy: it makes them feel better off.
They do not want higher interest rates, and they certainly do
not want lower share prices, and they will certainly expect the
Fed to slash rates if share prices collapse.

As the Fed’s chairman, Alan Greenspan thushas oneof the
world’s toughest jobs. Even so, the lesson from all previous
bubbles bears frequent repetition: the longer asset prices con-
tinue to bubble, the louder the eventual bang.
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Barry Diller leaves home

5-15 9%

Could a new network built on local programming threaten

Hollywood’s hold on the television industry?

13 ORRIBLE,” grimaces Barry Diller, as
he watches a young man flexing his
pecs on a video. The young man’s video
joins a pile of rejects, and he is replaced by a
blonde, who tells the camera that she’s a Mi-
ami girl, and all she ever wanted to do was
work in Miami. She sounds like the kind of
girl Mr Diller wants for his big new project.
“Nice,” he says; and moves on to the next.

Barry Diller is not the most powerful
man in the American media business, nor
the richest, nor the most fashionable; but he
is probably the most watched. Wall Street
thinks that everything he touches turns to
gold; and people in this fastchanging in-
dustry suspect that he knows more than any-
body else about where itis all going.

The industry would not, of course, pay so
much attention to Mr Diller were it not for
his Hollywood pedigree. He was ABC's chief
programmer at 26; head of the Paramount movie studio at 32; he
then broke the three-network mould of American television by
creating Fox for Rupert Murdoch. Fox’s ratings are now creeping
up to compete with the big three; and, compared with the others,
its audience is enviably young (and therefore valuable, in terms
of advertising dollars).

But now Mr Diller is turning his back on Hollywood. He has
put together an odd-looking company, usa Networks, made up
of a bunch of broadcast-television stations with the Home Shop-
ping Network and Universal’s television-production facilities.
So great has been the excitement about what rabbit Mr Diller
would pull out of this somewhat shabby hat that, without his
doing anything much, the company’s share pricehas more than
doubled in a year.

Now Mr Diller’s plan is at last becoming clear. He is, it
emerges, going to do something that nobody has ever done be-
fore: he is going to build a national television network from the
neighbourhood up.

While other television stations fill their hours with syndi-
cated programming, interspersed with local news bulletins, Mr
Diller is going to use mostly locally made programming. The
shows will be made at 13 production facilities he is planning to
build in different cities over the next three years. The first, in
Miami, is now under construction; and
the station should start transmitting in
six weeks or so.

Mr Dillers concept is dangerously
revolutionary. Programmes, in America,
are made by creative people in Los Ange-
les, and scheduled by suits in New York.
“We programme,” they say, “for the peo-
ple we fly over.” Nothing good, every-
body knows, ever came from the be-
nighted backwoods in the middle of the
country. But the networks’ ratings are
slipping, so that old assumption, like
many of the other certainties in Ameri-
can television, is now open to doubt.

Mr Diller is a good pointer to the

weaknesses of the existing firms in the televi-
sion business; because it is from those weak-
nesses that he hopes to draw strength. The
paucity of local programming is, for in-
stance, central to his plan. Americans mind
about local stuff. According to Wilkofsky
Gruen Associates, chief collector of figures in
the media business, viewers rate local sta-
tions more by the quality of their local news
than by which national network they are
affliated to. Yet local news is, by and large,
dire; and, bizarrely, for a country the size
and diversity of America, there is virtually
no local programming other than news.
There is clearly a gap in the market. One of
the programme strands for usA’s Miami sta-
tions will, for instance, be for and about
Generation N—the Latino equivalent of
Generation X--who express their existential
discontent in a quite different way from the
twentysomethings of Seattle.

By putting together a part-cable, part-broadcast network, Mr
Diller hopes to exploit the financial weaknesses of both broad-
cast networks and cable. The networks’ problem is that their rat-
ings are slipping, as those of cable grow. Cable’s problem is that
network advertising—which reaches the entire audience and
not just the 67% covered by cable--commands a premium of
50% per eyeball: advertisers will pay more for the mass than they
will for fragments. Mr Diller, with broadcast stations to supple-
ment his cable network, will be able to reach something like 90%
of the audience. He hopes, therefore, that he can claim some of
the network premium.

Fear and loathing in Los Angeles

Mostimportant, though, is escaping from Hollywood. The costs
of making programmes there are silly—because of the huge pay-
ments to the stars, the salaries of technicians, the overmanning.
“That’s just the way 1A is organised,” says Mr Diller. “Here, there
is no organisation, so we can make the rules.” He reckons that he
can make a half-hour drama that would cost $500,000-600,000
in Hollywood for $80,000-90,000 in Miami. By screening na-
tionally some of the locally made product, he can put together a
plausible business plan that needs only a small share of Ameri-
ca’s advertising to succeed.

Mr Dillers fellow moguls will fall
about laughing when they hear of his
plans. Local television is a joke in Amer-
ica: everybody knows that talent goes
straight to Los Angeles. Even Mr Diller'’s
people admit that it will be tough find-
ing people to run a television studio in
Miami. Hollywood is not just the home
of America’s biggest egos: it is also a criti-
cal mass of creativity.

But remember: it was not so long ago
that all of America’s cars were made in
Detroit. Motown became lazy, and peo-
ple started making cars in Japan. Noth-
ing in Detroit was ever the same again.
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SEWISHWORLD COVER STORY

The Kinship

Bill Clinton feels an affection for the Jewish people
wholly unprecedented among even the most
supportive of U.S. presidents. From personal
friends to professional appointments, heis
aninsider and admirer — a fact that underlies

his stance on Israel as well. His inspiration for this

warmth: the Bible.
Netty C. Gross \Vashington

N FEBRUARY 1996, THE PRESI-
dent of the United States penned a
thank-you note to his good friend.
Menachem Genack. an Orthodox rab-
bi and Democratic party activist.

The men had struck up a friendship dur-
ing Clinton’s 1991 campaign after Genack.
who heads the kashrut division of the Union
of Orthodox Congregations in America. was
tasked with introducing Bill Clinton to a
group of Jewish Democrats at a New Jersey
fundraiser. Genack doesn’t recall his exact
words at the event. but says that he “undoubt-
edly made some reference to the Bible.” Bill
Clinton, the Southern Baptist governor of
Arkansas. evidently liked what he heard.

After the election. Genack. an affable fa-
ther of six. became a frequent guest at White
House events, one summer even traveling
directly trom a Catskills bungalow colony to
the White House. I left the very day my
little son Moishele's bike was stolen.” he
recalls. '] remember how he stood with his
Bamey under his arm and shouted, *Abba.
don’t forget to tell the president about my
bike.” | did. The president was going
through a rough time with the issues of
homosexuals in the military and health-care
reform. I told him. *Mr. President. there's at
least one little boy in America who thinks
you ‘re omnipotent.””

Genack is a personal triend but has

also became something of a rabbinical
Jiminy Cricket to the president. always prot-
fering. in their private moments of conver-
sation. bits of Biblical exegesis.

Clinton’s 1996 note to Genack acknowl-
edged a missive the rabbi had sent on the

28

subject of Judah and Joseph. It
was nine months before the
November election and. much
like today. a beleaguered Clinton
was preoccupied with assorted
controversies. including Repub-
lican accusations of his waffling
on policy issues. In response.
Genack raised the following tex-
tual riddle: “Why,” he wrote,
“does Jacob bequeath royalty to
Judah and not Joseph. who is
perfectin every respect, does not
succumb to temptation... is res-
olute and rules with brilliance
and magnanimity over Egypt?”
One possible answer. wrote
Genack, was provided by the
late theologian Rabbi Joseph
Soloveitchik, who “‘suggested
that Judah is chosen for kingship
because he is able to admit a
mistake. According to the Tal-
mud, Judah is chosen by God to
be the forbear of the Davidic
dynasty and the messiah when
he admits to his relationship with
Tamar (Genesis 28:26)... the
name Judah is derived from the
Hebrew "to admit."”

The critical element of lead-
ership. Genack went on, is the

‘If Bill Clinton were Jewish,
he’d be a talmid hochom’

BROOKLYN CITY COUNCILMAN NOACH DEAR

capacity to “‘admit a mistake... That was
King David's greatest strength as opposed
to Saul. Lincoln, our greatest president... ex-
hibited extraordinary flexibility,” changing
commanding generals. for instance, until he
found “*Ulysses Grant whom he supported.”

THE JERUSALEM REPORT MAY 25, 1998

The rabbi summed up the missive by re-
tuting Republicans’ charges of indecisive-
ness: Clinton’s ability ““to adjust to new cir-
cumstances... while remaining true to his
vision is the mark of real leadership.”

In retrospect, given the disclosures of re-
cent months. it's impossible to know whatin
Genack's confident analysis hooked Clin-
ton. But the president whose longtime
friend Sara Ehrman. twice Clinton's elec-
tion adviser on the Jewish vote. says he
knows both the Jewish Bible and New Tes-
tament “practically by hean” — was suf-
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