








THE WHITE HOUSE
WASHINGTON

June 11, 1998

Diane Gunn Anderson
3325 Calion Road
El Dorado, Arkansas 71730

Dear Diane:

Thanks for your letter. I was wonderful to see
you all at the radio address last month.

I am glad you brought to my attention Trey's
and Carla's concerns about the Air Force -- and
I'll have someone look into these issues.

Congratulations on your new home in Sante Fe.
It sounds wonderful, and I appreciate your kind
invitation to visit. We'll keep it in mind.

Please give my best to Edwin. Thanks again for
writing and for your enduring support.

Sincerely,
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Dear Ann,

Enclosed please find the next missive to the President. The piece is
entitled “Genesis " and is authored by Shimon Peres - former Prime Minister
of the State of Israel and winner of the Nobel Peace Prize.

Sincerely,

Rabbi Menachem Genack



Genesis

Parshat Bereishit (Genesis) — so short, yet so dramatic -- offers a historiosophic approach to the Jewish
nativn from a simultaneously fundamental and figurative view. While Moses carries the responsibility for
writing the entire Old Testament, Parshat Bereishit views the (very first) historic periods that preceded him
and the giving of the Torah at Sinai.

Surely the “Genesis™ of the world at large differed from the “Genesis™ of the Jewish world and people.
From this point of view, the world was created rather than conquered. It is neither identified with, nor
unique to, any specific nation. Further, it is not overwhelmed by the specifically Jewish world; Rashi (a
twelfth century commentator on the Torah) states this explicitly: “...for if the nations of the world will say
to Israel, ‘You are thieves, for you conquered the lands of the Seven Nations,’ then they (the Jews) will
respond, ‘All lands belong to the Holy One. He created them and gave them to those whom He deemed fit.
He gave them to the Seven Nations willingly, but then revoked them and gave them to us according to His
will.””

The term *“creation” (i.e. the ability to create), according to Radak (a commentator on the Bible), applies to
something intangible. And yet, this “intangible being” evokes physical existence — and within it there are
unclear elements, unidentifiable: chaos, emptiness, darkness, unfathomable depths. And the first Divine
intervention is to bestow light upon this chaotic world, establishing set orders through which He gives
everything meaning.

The first Divine commandment is the briefest ever given: “Let there be light!” Perhaps this beginning
includes a Jewish flavor: to bring light, to establish light-giving entities, just as the Holy One did
subsequently. Interestingly, regarding the light, as well as the other creations, the Holy One relates to it
with care and caution, as an experiment. Only after He Himself has seen the newly created light does He
conclude that “it was good.” Then he finally bestows upon it a defined function: to divide between light
and darkness.

The light illuminated a dualistic world: light and darkness, day and night, morning and evening. Radak says
that “at night things become muddled, and in the morning man can inspect things in the daylight.” [“Boker”
(the Hebrew word for “morning™) combines two other words — “Baka Or” (literally, “ He split light”), and
once the light was separated, man could then visit his comrade]. The dualisms continue: the upper waters,
known as the heavens, and the lower waters, which He collected together and separated from the dry land.
Even the heavenly luminaries He created in a pair: the sun for the daytime, and the moon for the nighttime.
Legend says that in order that the moon would not feel wholly inferior, the Holy One compensated it with
many stars. “For since He made the moon small, He increased the numbers of its legions, in order to
appease it.” And again, He created, in pairs, all the animals and beasts of the land. Finally, He created
man, in His image, in the image of God.

Man, too, divides into two — male and female. Adam and, later, Eve do not yet carry identities; not
religious, national, or racial identities. For just as the earth was not unique to one “owner,” no one group
can lay claim to Adam. '

After each day of creation, the Holy One inspected His handiwork, and the daily conclusion seemingly
reassures Him. After each of the first five days of creation, God seems content and satisfied: “And He saw
that it was good.” Yet, on the sixth day, the day on which He created the jewel of the entire creation, Man,
His satisfaction rises a level: this time the Bible says “and it was very good.”

The world is now created, and yet, like Adam himself, it too remains naked and unfulfilled. It is a world
with water, but no irrigation. It has dry land, but no growth. There is earth, yet no one working it. Then we
find a sequence of related words: Ayd (Hebrew for “mist"), Adama (“earth™), and Adam (man). The mist
irrigates the earth, while the earth serves as the material for the creation of man. This trio remains linked.




Still, the Almighty considers how to improve the situation. He searches for an appropriate location for His
creation, and He brings Adam to a paradise — the Garden of Eden.

The Almighty continues to pamper Adam, His creation. The Garden contains all that is good: “every tree
that is pleasant to the sight and good for food.” However, there is one mysterious addition: two
“sophisticated” trees, the Tree of Life and the Tree of Knowledge (which would enable man to distinguish
between good and evil). Before much time passes, we learn that there exists a direct link between the two
rees: the more that man knows the Tree of Life, he will abridge the hopes he has for his own life. For,
essentially, the Tree of Life is also the Tree of Death, while the Tree of Knowledge teaches where the Tree
of Lite exists. Both are forbidden to Adam, for if he would taste from both, he would perceive himself as
God. not just as in His image. He would yearn for eternal life. When Eve is enticed by the serpent to taste
the torbidden fruit, and her husband soon follows in her footsteps, it becomes necessary to return mankind
to its proper position, and the punishment does not delay in arriving. The Almighty tells Adam that his wife
will live in agony, and he will need to toil “until you return to the earth.” Even their existence in the Garden
of Eden comes to an end on account of the attempt to gain forbidden knowledge. And Adam cannot protest,
for he was wamed from the outset that “from the Tree of Knowledge of Good and Evil you shall not eat.”

Even before the punishment that established life as finite and brought our stay in the Garden of Eden to an
end, the Almighty had already assisted His creation and considered his needs. “It is not good for man to
live alone; I will make for him a mate.” Yet, whereas man was created by the hands of God and in His
image, woman is fashioned from a limb “which was taken from man.” She is called /sha (woman), for
“mei’ish lukakha zot” (“for this one was taken from man™). Yet, the question begs itself: why would the
same God who concerned Himself with Adam’s welfare create a serpent “craftier than all the beasts of the
field?” Why would He bring the serpent to the Garden of Eden, into the domain of Adam? Apparently, the
Almighty decided not only to spoil Adam, but to test him as well. The serpent plays his role; he entices
Eve to taste from the Tree of Knowledge, to ignore the Almighty’s warnings of some unspecified death that
would follow the act of eating. He explains to her that once she and Adam know Good and Evil, and
subsequently eat from the Tree of Life, the opportunity to become like God - not just in His image but in
His e*ernity — will be possible.

Thus was committed the first sin, the original sin, through ambition without restraint, not being satisfied
with “being in His image,” but wishing to be His clone. Not accepting life in the light of God, but wishing
to be an additional God. This signaled the end of the era of simplicity that was present in the beginning of
creation. Along with knowledge of good and evil came shame, and this shame seized Adam and Eve when
they realized that they were naked. Initially, they attempted to combat this shame by hiding, until Man’s
Creator “does not see” His creation, and He calls out in a disappointed voice, “Adam, where are you?"
When the pair comes out, it is clear that the era of the Garden of Eden is over, and the era of no death has
also ceased. Also destroyed is the chance for true equality between man and woman. The woman, who was
the first to breach the rules of the Garden of Eden, is sentenced with an especially hard verdict: “in sorrow
you shall bring forth children” and “your husband will rule over you.”

Once Adam is corrupted, his sin is accompanied by punishment. This sentence includes toil during his life,
but also a definite end of life, a death sentence. His work will yield “thorn and thistle,” and he will eat “the
herb of the field.” “By the sweat of your brow you will eat bread.” Further, he is no longer destined for
eternal life. Man will ultimately revert back to the material from which he was fashioned: “and to the dust
you will return.”

The :3arden of Eden is closed, and there is no room inside it for Adam. In his place arrives “the bright
blade of a revolving sword” to guard the Tree of Knowledge. Both death and sin pass through inheritance,
for the two sons of Adam and Eve, Cain and Abel, are not suited to live together. Cain “rose up against
Abel his brother and slew him.” The trio of mist, earth, and man now includes spilt blood. “The voice of
your brother’s blood cries to me from the ground,” and now “cursed are you from the earth, which has
opened her mouth to receive your brother’s blood from your hand.”



The story of Genesis is not a perfect story. God created everything and its opposite: the Garden of Eden
becomes temporary, while the phenomenon of spilled blood becomes permanent. Was it the (Bible's)
intention to explain that the world was created in balance? With contradictions? In completeness? And
also to warn us that everything is constantly eligible to be tested anew? And is the unending pain to attain
that which is missing, is that not itself the source of creation? Perhaps these are “identical twins:” seek and
you shall find.

The Almighty created the first version of the world, and at first it seemed like a good one. And yet,
eventually, it revealed surprising deficiencies. And the Creator of the World began to contemplate another
version: “And God saw that the wickedness of man was great in the land, and that all the impulse of the
thoughts of his heart was only evil continually.” And God begins to show signs of regret: “And the Lord
repented that He had made man on the earth, and it grieved Him at His heart.” The conclusion is a
frightening one: “I will destroy man whom [ have created from the face of the earth: both man, and beast,
and creeping things, and birds of the air, for [ repent that [ have made them.”

What a tragic end to the shining chapter of the creation of the world! It seems easier to corrupt than to
creat:. And creation and corruption come accompanied by sin, punishment, grief, and regret. The test is to

fix that which is corrupted.
)ﬂ/\»\ g nG ~—a)
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July 22, 1998

Richard S. Mason
200 North washington
El Dorado, Arkansas 71730

Dear Richard:

Thanks for your letter and for sending the
piece by Max Brindle, which I enjoyed reading.

I appreciate your supportive comments on my
trip to China. Obviously, the success of that
visit meant a great deal to me. It's a good
start. Thank you also for the information
regarding the 4th District Congressional race.
I've passed your letter along to Craig Smith
for review and follow-up.

Best wishes for a terrific summer. Hillary and
I will hope to see you and Vertis soon.

Sincerely,
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Richard S. Mason
200 North Washington
El Dorado, Arkansas

71730









Well, as you know this strategy has backfired. Even some republicans are trying to
distance themselves from Kenneth Starr.

One other item before I close; the Fourth Congressional race between Jay Dickey
and Judy Smith. Enclosed is an article by Max Brantley of the Arkansas Times in which he
notes a win by Judy Smith is possible. Naturally, we all would like to see Jay Dickey
defeated, but before I get behind Judy and try to help her, [ would like to have the national
party’s help in this campaign. Jay Dickey has one of the worst records, if not the worst
record of voting against the administration of any congressman. It would be a real plus if
we could defeat him. Please let me know if the national party will help in this campaign. |
think this seat is winnable, but only with both state and national help.

Say hello to Hillary for me. Hope to see you in the spring.

Sincerely,

Richard H. Mason
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The Honorable Patricia S. Schroeder
President and Chief Executive Officer
Association of American Publishers, Inc.
1718 Connecticut Avenue, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20009-1148

Dear Pat:

Thanks for sharing the great selection of
books with Hillary and me. We sure have a
lot of good reading ahead of us.

Thanks also for your kind words about my
trip to China. As always, it was wonderful
to hear from you.

Best wishes.

Sincerely,
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The Benton County Daily Record
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LETTERS

Deregulation not inevitable

I read with interest Steve Trolinger’s editorial
Wednesday, June 10, titled, “It's wise to learn
about deregulation.” Deregulation of the electric
industry is a very complex issue proposed by big
business, for big business. Several different pro-
posals at the federal From:
level have pretty much
slowed. However, sever- Terry Coberly
al states are looking at mayor of Bentonville
it now including —_— e
Arkansas.

New Hampshire, with some of the highest elec-
tric rates in the country is the first state to open
the electric utility industry to competition.
Competitors courted customers with baby blue
spruce trees, bird feeders, light bulbs, and cold
hard cash, but most stayed with current providers
based on reliability and service questions. Some
electric customers complained about additional
charges being added that had not been clearly
pointed out — some for stranded investment
changes, meter and wire fees, and an acquisition
premiums. Others voiced concerns about their
phones ringing off the hook at night with different
electric companies trying to convince them to
change, like long-distance companies do now. And
some complained if they had enough money to
give customers — that money would be better
spent by lowering rates, in the first place.

Unlike New Hampshire, Arkansas rates com-
pare very favorably with other areas of the coun-
try. More specifically, Bentonville rates are among
the lowest in the state.

Before any deregulation legislation is passed,
legislators need the opportunity to determine
whether competition is working. Time is needed
for actual competition data to become available.
Without it, it is virtually impossible to accurately
assess competitive effects.

So now is the time for all constituencies to
study and develop a longer view, and desired out-
come before haphazard, rampant legislation elimi-
nates options that could protect public interest. In
general, clear benefits to residential customers
should be shown before state or federal action
should be taken.

Don't accept deregulation of the electric indus-
try as inevitable, Learn about it, and let your
state and federal legislators know that to deregu-
late the electric industry for the sake of big busi-
ness on the backs of residential rate payers is
unacceptable.

Remember, choice may not be cheaper.
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