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Senator HATCH. Did you consider yourself a friend of Anita
Hill's, and did you have a relationship with her outside of Wash-
ington?

Ms. FITCH. Anita Hill and I did not spend a lot of time together.
We did not go to lunch, because I don't go to lunch often. We
maybe went out three times after work for dinner. We were not
prowling Washington or anything. I went to her house on one occa-
sion. When she was in the hospital, I visited her there. At her fare-
well party at the Sheraton, I was in attendance and I believe I was
the only person from the Commission who was there.

After she left the Commission, I stayed in touch with her. We did
meet once when she came into town. Subsequently, we tried to get
together. I had a house-warming gift for her, but we never caught
up with each other.

Senator HATCH. I see. Did you ever hear her mention any prob-
lems with Clarence Thomas?

Ms. FITCH. Never. Never. Never, even after she left the Commis-
sion.

Senator HATCH. SO, both during the time she was there and after
she left?

Ms. FITCH. Yes, Senator.
Senator HATCH. OK. Now, your statement mentions that you

knew both Anita Hill and Phyllis Berry while you were at the
EEOC.

Ms. FITCH. Yes.
Senator HATCH. IS it possible, in your view, that Anita Hill was

telling the truth at this press conference on Monday, when she
stated, "I don't know Phyllis Berry and she doesn't know me"?

Ms. FITCH. Senator, when I heard that, I was very surprised. I
don't know what she meant by it. I took it to mean that she was
unaware of Ms. Berry's existence, and I knew that not to be the
case.

Senator HATCH. Have you ever heard or ever known Anita Hill
to lie on any other occasion?

Ms. FITCH. NO, I haven't, Senator.
Senator HATCH. OK.
Ms. Alvarez, did you know Phyllis Berry and Professor Hill at

the EEOC?
Ms. ALVAREZ. Yes, sir, I did.
Senator HATCH. SO, you knew they worked together?
Ms. ALVAREZ. Yes.
Senator HATCH. In your statement, you noted that Professor Hill

was "not a team player," and "appeared to have her own agenda."
Could you elaborate on that?

Ms. ALVAREZ. Well, there seemed to be all of us in the group
kind of working toward the same goal, and I think we got along
with each other, we would occasionally talk, and Anita mostly kept
to herself. She was very strong-willed, she liked to do things her
way, and that was always the way she—that was the way she gave
the impression, that she kind of had her own agenda, her own way
of doing things. So, no matter what the rest of the team was doing,
she was going to do it Anita's way.

Senator HATCH. NOW, you say you knew Judge Thomas well.
Ms. ALVAREZ. Yes.
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Senator HATCH. Did you ever hear him ask Anita Hill for a date,
the whole time you knew both of them?

Ms. ALVAREZ. NO, never.
Senator HATCH. And you knew her well.
Ms. ALVAREZ. I knew her at the office.
Senator HATCH. OK. Did you ever see any indication that either

of them had a romantic interest in the other?
Ms. ALVAREZ. NO.
Senator HATCH. Did you ever hear of Judge Thomas discussing

sex with anybody, including Anita Hill?
Ms. ALVAREZ. At the office, never, sir.
Senator HATCH. Again, I am going to ask you this question. You

are his close friend and you worked closely with him. Is it conceiva-
ble that Clarence Thomas, the Clarence Thomas you have known
and worked with for the past 13 years, that he could have made
the perverted statements that Professor Hill said he did?

Ms. ALVAREZ. Not a chance, sir.
Senator HATCH. Did you ever hear Professor Hill express any dis-

satisfaction with then Chairman Thomas or the way he treated
her?

Ms. ALVAREZ. NO. NO, not at all.
Senator HATCH. If you had a young daughter in her early twen-

ties, would you want her to work with Judge Thomas?
Ms. ALVAREZ. Absolutely. Absolutely.
Senator HATCH. From your experience of working with Professor

Hill and Judge Thomas at the EEOC, did Professor Hill think that
she had some sort of a special relationship with Judge Thomas?

Ms. ALVAREZ. Yes, she used to give that impression. She used to
like to tout the fact that she had worked with him before. You
know, when we would get into debates on how we were going to
handle an issue, she would say, "Well, I know how he thinks, I
know how he likes his papers written or I know the position he
wants to take," or something like that. That was something she
always sort of held out in front of everyone at the staff, that she
had this sort of inside track to him.

Senator HATCH. What I would like to ask each and every one of
you is, rack your brains, as people who were around both of them,
who have known both of them during that period of time, who
really have had a close working relationship professionally and
even a friendship relationship with Judge Thomas. How could she
have testified the way she did here?

Ms. FITCH. Senator, to me it was incredible. I don't know. I can't
answer that. I was dumb-struck. I have no idea.

Senator HATCH. MS. Fitch?
Ms. HOLT. I have no idea, Senator.
Senator HATCH. Well, let me ask you this: Do any of you believe

her testimony here?
Ms. HOLT. I do not believe a word, not one word.
Ms. FITCH. Senator, I don't believe it, either.
Senator HATCH. I didn't hear you.
Ms. FITCH. I'm sorry. Senator, I do not believe a word of it,

either.
Senator HATCH. YOU don't believe a word of it.
Ms. FITCH. NO, I don't.
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Senator HATCH. HOW about you, Ms. Myers?
Ms. BERRY. When she could stand up in front of the world and

say "I did not know Phyllis Berry and Phyllis Berry does not know
me," I can imagine she probably would say anything. I mean, I
exist and I existed then. I worked very closely with her, and that
wasn't the truth, so it seems to me that if she could not tell the
truth on one thing, she could not tell the truth on another.

Senator HATCH. MS. Alvarez?
Ms. ALVAREZ. I cannot believe one word of her testimony. That is

not the Clarence Thomas I know. That is not the Clarence Thomas
I worked with.

Senator HATCH. YOU heard Chairman Thomas' testimony with
regard to the allegations that she made on three successive occa-
sions, once to the FBI, once in her 4-page single-spaced typewritten
statement, and another one when she appeared here before this
committee last Friday, and you heard Judge Thomas' response to
that.

Ms. FITCH. Yes, Senator, he said he categorically denied her alle-
gations.

Senator HATCH. He did deny them.
Ms. FITCH. Yes.
Senator HATCH. Did you hear his response on the negative

stereotypes?
Ms. FITCH. I heard most of it, Senator.
Senator HATCH. What do you think of those comments made by

her attributed to him and his comments back about those com-
ments?

Ms. FITCH. AS a historian, I know those comments to be stereoty-
pical.

Senator HATCH. Why would you think she would say that?
Ms. FITCH. Senator, I have no idea. I don't know, but they are

certainly kind of pat formulaic statements that people have histori-
cally made about black men in this country.

Senator HATCH. Don't they play on white prejudices about black
men?

Ms. FITCH. Of course they do, Senator.
Senator HATCH. Of course they do, but why would she use that

language, and why would he use it?
Ms. FITCH. Senator, I think what I am trying to say is that it is

incomprehensible that she would say these things, incomprehensi-
ble that she might believe them. I do not know. I have not talked
to her in three years. I don't know.

Senator HATCH. Would those kind of statements, had they been—
would those kind of statements, as they are, would they tend to
turn some people in this country against Clarence Thomas?

Ms. FITCH. Senator, I have been in the street a lot lately listen-
ing to people's conversations, and they have been talking about
this process and about this man, and I am finding that most people
are concerned about the seriousness of the allegations, they take
the issue of sexual harassment seriously. They are not discounting
that. They do not believe the things that are being said about this
man. They are too pat, they don't—even for people who don't know
him—don't think they seem to hang very well together.
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Senator HATCH. NOW, have any of you women ever heard of any
male using that type of language, in order to obtain a date with a
woman?

Ms. FITCH. Senator, this was not to obtain a date with me, but
when I taught at Sangamon State University in Illinois, in a room
with four other people, including an older man who was old enough
to be my father, a Federal contract compliance officer said some
things like that to me, and nobody said anything in response. I was
very hurt by that. I stayed away from him. He had no jurisdiction
or authority over me. It s possible for people to say things like that.
It is improbable that this man said those things.

Senator HATCH. Well, what do the rest of you feel about that?
Ms. HOLT. I agree that it's impossible for Clarence Thomas to

have said those things.
Senator HATCH. MS. Alvarez.
Ms. ALVAREZ. I agree that it is absolutely impossible for Clarence

to have said it.
Senator HATCH. MS. Berry.
Ms. BERRY. It's impossible and not a great deductive method in

my way of thinking. [Laughter.]
Senator HATCH. Well, you know, I hate to tell you this, but I

agree with that. You know, people all over this country are trying
to figure out how somebody could testify in such a believable
manner and say the cumulative total of those awful, ugly, terrible
sexual things and expect a woman to date him or expect some form
of a relationship with a woman.

It bothers me, because she appears to believe everything that she
said, and I myself don't want to call her a liar. But as an old trial
lawyer, I have seen witnesses just like that who believe every word
they say and every word is absolutely wrong and we have proven it
wrong and they still believe it.

I am highly offended, having been the coauthor, along with Sena-
tor Kennedy, of the Polygraph Protection Act to protect employees
from being forced to go through polygraphs, that this group of han-
dlers of Professor Hill have had her undergo a polygraph.

I can tell you right now, you can find a polygraph operator for
anything you want to find them for. There are some very good ones
and there are some lousy ones, and a whole raft in between. And to
do that and interject that in the middle of this is pathetic, as if it
has any relevance whatsoever. It wouldn't even be admissible in a
court of law.

Now, I just want to ask you this last question. I have known
Judge Thomas for 11 years. I have sat in on all five of his confir-
mation proceedings. I presided over three of them, as chairman of
the Labor Committee. And I have never seen anything to indicate
that he would treat any human being like this woman says he
treated her.

I am going to ask you to search your minds one last time: Is
there anything that could have been misconstrued or construed, in
your opinion, that could have caused anyone, including Anita Hill,
to say what she did here to the whole world?

Ms. HOLT. Senator, since these allegations surfaced, that is all
I've really done, is wonder why

Senator HATCH. Me, too.




