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we must face, whatever test is used, are issues about do we have
something like strict separation which I think rarely can occur in
reality, do we have some measure of accommodation and, if so,
under what kind of test, or do we have some form of establishment,
and he indicated his concern over issues like coercion—and I think
that is something that must be examined in these cases.

He also indicated his concern over the notion of that State plac-
ing its imprimatur or endorsement on anything. I think whatever
the test that is used, it needs to be a test that focuses on the liberty
of individuals, including, as he pointed out and was sensitive to in
his testimony, those individuals who feel coerced by the presence of
religion in the public sector. So, I think he would be liberty maxi-
mizing on both sides, or so I would hope.

Senator SiMoN. My time is expired. I gather you have written a
fair amount in this field. The phrase “liberty-maximizing ap-
proach” is meaningless to me. You send me something that ex-
plaine what you mean, if you will.

Mr. SmrrH. I certainly would be pleased to do that, because I
have something of the same title.

Senator SMON. Senator Thurmond.

Senator THURMOND. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

I want to take this opportunity to welcome you gentlemen here.
This is one of the most distinguished panels I believe we have had
thus far. You have expressed yourselves, you have endorsed Judge
Clarence Thomas, and I think you have taken the right stand.

This committes has the greatest responsibility. The nine people
on the Supreme Court are the most influential people in this
Nation, next to the President. Some of them have gone on not only
to interpreting the law, but making the law, which is a mistake, of
course. So, it 13 very important that we put the right people on the
Supreme Court.

From the view I made of Judge Clarence Thomas, I am convinced
that he is a man of character, he is a man of integrity, he is a man
of judicial temperament, he is a man of competence, and he should
be confirmed.

Now, I would like to ask your opinion. I will just ask two ques-
tions. There is no use in taking a lot of time. We have had a lot of
bickering on technicalities here and nit-picking over affirmative
action and privacy and all of those things. It all boils down to this:
In your opinion, i3 Judge Clarence Thomas qualified, by reason of
integrity, judicial temperament, and competency to be on the Su-
preme Court of the United States? Those are the questions that the
American Bar Association considers, integrity, professional compe-
tence, and judicial temperament, and I want to ask that question of
you, and we will start with you, Mr. Broadus.

Mr. Broapus. Yes, 1 believe he is qualified.

Senator THURMOND. Professor Ellison.

Mr. ELLisoN. Yes, he is, Your Honor.,

Senator THURMOND. Incidentally, you say you grew up in Rock
Hills, SC?

Mr. ErrigoN. That is correct.

Senator THurMOND. You were born there?

Mr. ELiLigson. I was.
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Senator SmMoN. Don't hold that against him, Senator Thurmond.
[Laughter.]

Senator THURMOND. I was just going to say that maybe that has
got a lot to do with his great success, he is from South Carolina.

Mr. ErLisoN. I don’t doubt that, Senator.

Senator THURMOND. Dean Smith.

Mr. Smrth. ] wholeheartedly concur, Senator.

Senator THURMOND. Mr. Rule.

Mr. RuLk. Yes, Senator.,

Senator THURMOND. I will ask this question now: Do you know of
any reason that you heard advanced or that has come out while
this committee should not confirm Judge Thomas and why the
Sﬁ;u‘a?te should not confirm him, do you know of any reason for
that?

Mr. Broapus. No.

Mr. Errison. None,

Mr. SmitH. None.

Mr. RuLE. No, Senator.

Senator THURMOND. Those are all the questions I have. I think
that is the essence of the whole confirmation situation.

Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman.

Senator SiMoN. Thank you, Senator Thurmond.

We thank all of you for being here,

Let me just add that no one on this committee has been more
faithful in attendance than Senator Thurmond and, just as another
member of the committee, I want you to know I appreciate it, Sen-
ator Thurmond.

Senator THURMOND. Well, you have done a good job yourself,
being here more than the rest of them, and I commend you.

Senator SiMoN. Our next panel, testifying in opposition to Judge
Thomas’ nomination, includes Dr. James J. Bishop, on behalf of
Americans for Democratic Action; Patricia Williams, on behalf of
the Center for Constitutional Rights; Haywood Burns, on behalf of
Supreme Court Watch; and William B. Moffitt, on behalf of the Na-
tional Center for Criminal Defense Lawyers.

Unless anyone has any reason to do otherwise, we will call on
you first, Dr. Bishop.

Mr. BisHor. Some of us have spoken earlier, Senator, and we
thought that perhaps——

Senator SiMoN. Let me add again, for all of you, we will enter
your full statements in the record and we will limit you to the 5
minute rule.

Mr. Bisnor. We thought earlier that if Mr. Burns would go first,
it would be helpful.

Senator SiMON. Fine, and let me just add, Mr. Burns, 1 have
looked at your document and I am impressed by the scholarship of
you and whoever else ig involved in this.

Mr. Bugns. Thank you, Senator.

Senator SiMonN. Mr. Burns.





