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her any advice, and we may have discussed that. I mean she may
have told me that she was planning to leave her job at some point.
I just don't recall it.

Senator LEAHY. Mr. Carr, would it not be right to say if a friend
comes to you and says, "Look, I've got this problem"—well, let's do
it in the abstract: A friend comes to you with a problem. What is
going to be your first reaction? Interrogate the heck out of them on
the problem? Or, if they are troubled, offer them comfort?

Mr. CARR. I am sorry, the first choice was?
Senator LEAHY. Interrogate the heck out of them on the problem

or offer them comfort?
Mr. CARR. I think my first inclination is going to be to try to find

out exactly what they are talking about, but I think I will be very
hesitant to push to find out too much information if they are reluc-
tant.

And realizing that they are reluctant and I think I would cer-
tainly worry about comforting them.

Senator LEAHY. And Ms. Wells, I want to deal with one point you
said. And correct me if I am not restating your testimony correctly.
You said that if somebody, not independently wealthy, needs a job,
and hopes that maybe if they stay at that job they might advance
to a different job, that's one reason for not just walking away. Is
that correct?

Ms. WELLS. That is correct.
Senator LEAHY. Was Anita Hill somebody who was independent-

ly wealthy who could just say, "I will take my trust fund or what-
ever and walk out of here"?

Ms. WELLS. By no means. If she was, she certainly never dis-
closed it to me. One of the things we liked to do was to bargain
hunt.

Senator LEAHY. Would it be fair to say that your impression of
her was of the single woman in the workplace living on her salary?

Ms. WELLS. Precisely, Senator.
Senator LEAHY. NOW, Mr. Paul, account again what Professor

Hill's demeanor was when she told you about this?
Mr. PAUL. We were sitting in the university cafeteria. It was in

the course of an informal conversation about her employment op-
portunities. She was obviously embarrassed that I had asked the
question. She was reluctant to answer the question. She was emo-
tional, hesitant.

Senator LEAHY. YOU remember that attitude on her part?
Mr. PAUL. I remember quite vividly because I felt embarrassed,

Senator, that I had asked what may have been an inappropriate
question with no intention of asking an inappropriate question.

Senator LEAHY. Did you have any reason to doubt what she was
saying to you?

Mr. PAUL. Absolutely not.
Senator LEAHY. NOW, back to you, Judge Hoerchner. You have

come here and you have testified under oath about a conversation
some years ago. The conversation, because of its nature, apparently
stands out strongly in your mind. Is that correct?

Judge HOERCHNER. There are certain aspects of the conversation
that stand out in my mind. They are the fact that her boss' name
was Clarence. He repeatedly asserted to her that he was her kind
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of man, she would not admit it, he said, and that if she had any
witnesses she would have a great case against him.

Senator LEAHY. Judge, has anybody forced you or enticed you to
come forward here?

Judge HOERCHNER. Absolutely not. In fact, Anita has never asked
me to come forward.

Senator LEAHY. MS. Wells, I will ask you the same question. Has
anybody enticed you, forced you to come forward here?

Ms. WELLS. NO, they have not, Senator.
Senator LEAHY. IS this a process you would have just as soon

passed up?
Ms. WELLS. Oh, yes, I—oh, yes, I would not be here if I could

have, you know, done something else.
Senator LEAHY. Mr. Carr, you are a partner in a law firm in New

York City, is that correct?
Mr. CARR. That's correct.
Senator LEAHY. And would it be safe to say that this type of a

Sunday afternoon testifying is not the sort of thing that the part-
ners in your law firm normally do?

Mr. CARR. That's true, Senator. I would tell you that I am a cor-
porate lawyer. I represent clients in business transactions that we
try to keep quiet and confidential and discreet. I do not believe any
client I have represented would be pleased to know that their
lawyer was before you or before the cameras. It is something that I
have been concerned about and worried about and was very hesi-
tant to do this.

But I think it is, I think it is important to speak the truth when
you know it, and I felt that I had an obligation to do this.

Senator LEAHY. And, Mr. Paul, you stated earlier that when
many of your colleagues signed a letter or petition or whatever op-
posing Judge Thomas for confirmation to the Supreme Court, you
declined to sign that, that you did not join with the others.

Mr. Paul, did anybody force you to come forward here?
Mr. PAUL. Absolutely not, Senator.
Senator LEAHY. And why are you here?
Mr. PAUL. I am here because I read the reports in the newspaper

on Monday and credibility and character of a professional col-
league of mine was called into question. I felt that it was my duty
to come forward. My duty both with respect to my colleague and
also, more importantly, with respect to the U.S. Senate.

Senator LEAHY. Thank you very much.
Mr. Chairman, I see the red light is on.
The CHAIRMAN. Thank you, very much, Senator.
Now, we will have one more, an additional 15-minute round for

Senator Specter.
Senator SPECTER. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.
Judge Hoerchner, turning now to page 7 of the previous deposi-

tion which you have given on line 4, the question was, the last part
of the question:

You tried to talk to her about it later; did you have any idea about when your
attempt was? Answer: I think it would have been once or twice when we spoke on
the phone. It was very unsuccessful and I just know that it was after the one time
we talked about it at length.

Judge HOERCHNER. I am sorry, Senator, we are page 7, line?




