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through all of the facts and come up with some decision, if it is hu-
manly possible—and it may not be humanly possible—of who is
telling the truth.

The issue of motivation as to someone coming forward and
making a statement that was untrue arising—now, we have gone
into various elements that people might think of in regard to moti-
vation, and I want to ask you, and all of you and each of you can
answer it: Was she, in your observation, a zealous-cause person,
whether it be in civil rights, the feminist movement, or whatever?
Did she ever indicate to you that she was as zealous-cause person,
who was willing to do great things, move forward, and take drastic
steps in order to advance whatever her cause would be?

Judge HOERCHNER. Most definitely not, Senator. I know that she
worked under the Reagan administration. To this day, I have no
idea how she votes. I have very little sense of where she would fit
on a political spectrum. Further, due to the quiet and gentle
strength of her nature, she is not someone who seeks a public
forum.

Senator HEFLIN. Certainly, you wouldn't use the word "militant"
in any degree?

Judge HOERCHNER. I think she would be very offended by that
word.

Senator HEFLIN. All right. Ms. Wells?
Ms. WELLS. I would agree with the judge. In all the time that I

have known Professor Hill, we have not had a conversation that
would indicate a militant viewpoint about current affairs or any
particular philosophy. She is very even tempered, in my estima-
tion.

Senator HEFLIN. Mr. Carr?
Mr. CARR. Your characterization of her as militant I found
Senator HEFLIN. Well, I don't mean to necessarily use "militant."

It is probably the extreme word to use.
Mr. CARR. Well, just to respond to that, I am a corporate, sort of

a Wall Street lawyer, my profession, and I would consider myself
militant compared to Anita Hill. [Laughter.]

Senator HEFLIN. Mr. Paul.
Mr. PAUL. I recall on one occasion asking her specifically about

whether she agreed with the policies of the Reagan administration
specifically on civil rights issues, and I remember her saying that
she didn't have any disagreements with them.

The only time I remember her being at all animated in a politi-
cal discussion was the lunch table discussion that I referred to in
my testimony, where she very strenuously defended her former
mentor-teacher Judge Robert Bork.

Senator HEFLIN. I am limited to 5 minutes, and I will sort of go
over these and ask each of you to make comments on it: Vindictive-
ness, a martyr-type complex, desire to be a hero, write a book,
spurned woman or scorned woman in regard to romantic interests,
and then the issue of whether or not she has any fantasy or out of
touch with reality.

I suppose most of you have heard what we have attempted to go
over to find motivation, and if you would comment on those, each
one of you.

Judge HOERCHNER. IS that to start with me, Senator?
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Senator HEFLIN. Yes.
Judge HOERCHNER. On vindictiveness, I have never known Anita

to express a desire for revenge in any context. I will address the
characteristics that I remember, and then I hope you can refresh
my memory.

She was not a spurned woman, and I am unaware of any context
in which she has ever felt herself to be a spurned woman.

And what are the other qualities?
Senator HEFLIN. Well, I don't know if I remember them all. I will

have to go back and read them—martyr complex—you could look
at it from a group basis and give them—because my time is up—
just an overall response relative to these matters and give us a
thumbnail viewpoint.

Judge HOERCHNER. They are all sound like the product of fanta-
sy, frankly, Senator. As we have all commented, she is as very pri-
vate, reserved person, whose personal style is that of gentleness,
dignity, and understatement. She is very uncomfortable with the
prospect of being in the public eye.

Senator HEFLIN. All right.
Ms. Wells.
Ms. WELLS. The answer would be in the nature for all of the

qualities, if you will, that you listed, Senator. I would say that the
thing that attracted me to Professor Hill made me feel I want to
know this person is the fact that she is a very sweet-natured
person, and yet you can feel from within her a wonderment, a
sense of joy about life, and I love to hear her laugh and she loves to
laugh. She is a happy person, a very giving person and one of the
best friends anyone could hope to have.

Senator HEFLIN. Mr. Carr.
Mr. PAUL. YOU have to remember that my recollections of Anita

Hill are I guess 9 years ago. I can't remember any of those charac-
teristics being particularly applicable to her. I heard earlier this
characterization as a spurned woman, and for a moment I tried to
recall whether I had spurned her or she had maybe spurned me,
but I don't recall. [Laughter.]

Professor, I don't know Professor Hill in the same personal way
as these other individuals. I know her as a professional colleague
and she has always struck me as a person with two feet very firmly
planted on the ground. The only book, Senator, I could conceive of
her wanting to write would be a book on the Uniform Commercial
Code. [Laughter.]

The CHAIRMAN. Again, we are going to continue this going back
and forth for 5 minutes. I have indicated to Senators on both sides
that, as we get to the end of the process and people have no ques-
tions, but if one Senator continues to have questions. He will have
an opportunity to ask those questions. We will alternate, so that
every Senator gets an opportunity to participate this way I will
just recognize the ranking member each time and he can deter-
mine who will move next.

I recognize the Senator from South Carolina.
Senator THURMOND. Mr. Chairman, I am going to yield my 5

minutes to Senator Specter and suggest to other members that
they yield their time to him such as they are don't need.

I now yield to Senator Hatch.




