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Ms. HILL. Well, I can tell you that he compared his penis size, he
measured his penis in terms of length, those kinds of comments.

The CHAIRMAN. Thank you.
My time is up, under our agreement. By the way, I might state

once again that we have agreed to go back and forth in half-hour
conversation on each side; when the principals have finished
asking questions, those members who have not been designated to
ask questions, since all have been keenly involved and interested in
this on both sides, will have an opportunity to ask questions for 5
minutes.

But let me now yield to my friend from Pennsylvania, Senator
Specter.

Senator SPECTER. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.
Professor Hill, I have been asked to question you by Senator

Thurmond, the ranking Republican, but I do not regard this as an
adversary proceeding.

Ms. HILL. Thank you.
Senator SPECTER. My duties run to the people of Pennsylvania,

who have elected me, and in the broader sense, as a U.S. Senator
to constitutional government and the Constitution.

My purpose, as is the purpose of the hearing, generally, is to find
out what happened.

Ms. HILL. Certainly.
Senator SPECTER. We obviously have a matter of enormous im-

portance from a lot of points of view. The integrity of the Court is
very important. It is very important that the Supreme Court not
have any member who is tainted or have a cloud. In our society we
can accept unfavorable decisions from the Court if we think they
are fairly arrived at.

The CHAIRMAN. Senator, excuse me for interrupting but some of
our colleagues on this end, cannot hear you. Can you pull that
closer? I know that makes it cumbersome.

Senator SPECTER. I have tried carefully to avoid that.
The CHAIRMAN. Well, it worked.
Senator SPECTER. YOU can hear me all right, can you not, Profes-

sor Hill?
Ms. HILL. Yes, I can.
Senator SPECTER. OK. But I was just saying, about the impor-

tance of the Court where there should be a feeling of confidence
and fairness with the decisions, as we parties can take unfavorable
decisions if they think they are being treated fairly. I think this
hearing is very important to the Senate and to this committee, be-
cause by 20-20 hindsight we should have done this before. And ob-
viously it is of critical importance to Judge Thomas, and you,
whose reputations and careers are on the line.

It is not easy to go back to events which happened almost a
decade ago to find out what happened. It is very, very difficult to
do. I would start, Professor Hill, with one of your more recent
statements, at least according to a man by the name of Carl Stew-
art, who says that he met you in August of this year. He said that
he ran into you at the American Bar Association Convention in At-
lanta, where Professor Hill stated to him in the presence of Stanley
Grayson, "How great Clarence's nomination was, and how much he
deserved it."
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He said you went on to discuss Judge Thomas and our tenure at
EEOC for an additional 30 minutes or so. There was no mention of
sexual harassment or anything negative about Judge Thomas. He
stated that during that conversation. There is also a statement
from Stanley Grayson corroborating what Carlton Stewart has
said.

My question is, did Mr. Stewart accurately state what happened
with you at that meeting?

Ms. HILL. AS I recall at that meeting, I did see Carlton Stewart
and we did discuss the nomination. Carlton Stewart was very excit-
ed about the nomination. And said, I believe that those are his
words, how great it was that Clarence Thomas had been nominat-
ed. I only said that it was a great opportunity for Clarence Thomas.
I did not say that it was a good thing, this nomination was a good
thing.

I might add that I have spoken to newspaper reporters and have
gone on record as saying that I have some doubts and some ques-
tions about the nomination. I, however, in that conversation where
I was faced with an individual who was elated about the probabil-
ities of his friend being on the Supreme Court, I did not want to
insult him or argue with him at that time about the issue. I was
very passive in the conversation.

Senator SPECTER. Excuse me?
Ms. HILL. I was very passive in the conversation.
Senator SPECTER. SO that Mr. Stewart and Mr. Grayson are

simply wrong when they say, and this is a quotation from Mr.
Stewart that you said, specifically, "how great his nomination was,
and how much he deserved it." They are just wrong?

Ms. HILL. The latter part is certainly wrong. I did say that it is a
great opportunity for Clarence Thomas. I did not say that he de-
served it.

Senator SPECTER. We have a statement from former dean of Oral
Roberts Law School, Roger Tuttle, who quotes you as making laud-
atory comments about Judge Thomas, that he "is a fine man and
an excellent legal scholar." In the course of 3 years when Dean
Tuttle knew you at the law school, that you had always praised
him and had never made any derogatory comments. Is Dean Tuttle
correct?

Ms. HILL. During the time that I was at Oral Roberts University
I realized that Charles Kothe, who was a founding dean of that
school, had very high regards for Clarence Thomas. I did not risk
talking in disparaging ways about Clarence Thomas at that time.

I don't recall any specific conversations about Clarence Thomas
in which I said anything about his legal scholarship. I do not really
know of his legal scholarship, certainly at that time.

Senator SPECTER. Well, I can understand it if you did not say
anything, but Dean Tuttle makes the specific statement. His words
are, that you said, "The most laudatory comments."

Ms. HILL. I have no response to that because I do not know exact-
ly what he is saying.

Senator SPECTER. There is a question about Phyllis Barry who
was quoted in the New York Times on October 7, "In an interview
Ms. Barry suggested that the allegations," referring to your allega-
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tions, "were the result of Ms. Hill's disappointment and frustration
that Mr. Thomas did not show any sexual interest in her."

You were asked about Ms. Barry at the interview on October 9
and were reported to have said, "Well, I don't know Phyllis Barry
and she doesn't know me." And there are quite a few people who
have come forward to say that they saw you and Ms. Barry togeth-
er and that you knew each other very well.

Ms. HILL. I would disagree with that. Ms. Barry worked at the
EEOC. She did attend some staff meetings at the EEOC. We were
not close friends. We did not socialize together and she has no basis
for making a comment about my social interests, with regard to
Clarence Thomas or anyone else.

I might add, that at the time that I had an active social life and
that I was involved with other people.

Senator SPECTER. Did Ms. Anna Jenkins and Ms. J.C. Alvarez,
who both have provided statements attesting to the relationship be-
tween you and Ms. Barry, a friendly one. Where Ms. Barry would
have known you, were both Ms. Jenkins and Ms. Alvarez cowork-
ers in a position to observe your relationship with Ms. Barry?

Ms. HILL. They were both workers at the EEOC. I can only say
that they were commenting on our relationship in the office. It was
cordial and friendly. We were not unfriendly with each other, but
we were not social acquaintances. We were professional acquaint-
ances.

Senator SPECTER. SO that when you said, Ms. Barry doesn't know
me and I don't know her, you weren't referring to just that, but
some intensity of knowledge?

Ms. HILL. Well, this is a specific remark about my sexual inter-
est. And I think one has to know another person very well to make
those kinds of remarks unless they are very openly expressed.

Senator SPECTER. Well, did Ms. Barry observe you and Judge
Thomas together in the EEOC office?

Ms. HILL. Yes, at staff meetings where she attended and at the
office, yes.

Senator SPECTER. Let me pick up on Senator Biden's line of ques-
tioning. You referred to the "oddest episode I remember" then
talked the Coke incident. When you made your statement to the
FBI, why was it that that was omitted if it were so strong in your
mind and such an odd incident?

Ms. HILL. I spoke to the FBI agent and I told them the nature of
comments, and did not tell them more specifics. I referred to the
specific comments that were in my statement.

Senator SPECTER. Well, when you talked to the FBI agents, you
did make specific allegations about specific sexual statements made
by Judge Thomas.

Ms. HILL. Yes.
Senator SPECTER. SO that your statement to the FBI did have spe-

cifics.
Ms. HILL. Yes.
Senator SPECTER. And my question to you, why, if this was such

an odd episode, was it not included when you talked to the FBI?
Ms. HILL. I do not know.
Senator SPECTER. I would like you to take a look, if you would, at

your own statement in the first full paragraph of page 5, on the
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last line and ask you why that was not included in your statement
to the FBI?

Ms. HILL. Excuse me, my copy is not—would you refer to that
passage again?

Senator SPECTER. Yes, of course.
Referring to page 5 of the statement which you provided to the

committee, there is a strong allegation in the last sentence. My
question to you is, why did you not tell that to the FBI?

Ms. HILL. When the FBI investigation took place I tried to
answer their questions as directly as I recall. I was very uncomfort-
able talking to the agent about that, these incidents, I am very un-
comfortable now, but I feel that it is necessary. The FBI agent told
me that it was regular procedure to come back and ask for more
specifics if it was necessary. And so, at that time, I did not provide
all of the specifics that I could have.

Senator SPECTER. Professor Hill, I can understand that it is un-
comfortable and I don't want to add to that. If any of it—if there is
something you want to pause about, please do.

You testified this morning, in response to Senator Biden, that
the most embarrassing question involved—this is not too bad—
women's large breasts. That is a word we use all the time. That
was the most embarrassing aspect of what Judge Thomas had said
to you.

Ms. HILL. NO. The most embarrassing aspect was his description
of the acts of these individuals, these women, the acts that those
particular people would engage in. It wasn't just the breasts; it was
the continuation of his story about what happened in those films
with the people with this characteristic, physical characteristic.

Senator SPECTER. With the physical characteristic of
Ms. HILL. The large breasts.
Senator SPECTER. Well, in your statement to the FBI you did

refer to the films but there is no reference to the physical charac-
teristic you describe. I don't want to attach too much weight to it,
but I had thought you said that the aspect of large breasts was the
aspect that concerned you, and that was missing from the state-
ment to the FBI.

Ms. HILL. I have been misunderstood. It wasn't the physical char-
acteristic of having large breasts. It was the description of the acts
that this person with this characteristic would do, the act that they
would engage in, group acts with animals, things of that nature in-
volving women.

Senator SPECTER. Professor Hill, I would like you now to turn to
page 3 of your statement that you submitted to the committee, that
we got just this morning. In the last sentence in the first full para-
graph, you again make in that statement a very serious allegation
as to Judge Thomas, and I would ask you why you didn't tell the
FBI about that when they interviewed you.

Ms. HILL. I suppose my response would be the same. I did not tell
the FBI all of the information. The FBI agent made clear that if I
were embarrassed about talking about something, that I could de-
cline to discuss things that were too embarrassing, but that I could
provide as much information as I felt comfortable with at that
time.
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Senator SPECTER. Well, now, did you decline to discuss with the
FBI anything on the grounds that it was too embarrassing?

Ms. HILL. There were no particular questions that were asked.
He asked me to describe the kinds of incidents that had occurred
as graphically as I could without being embarrassed. I did not ex-
plain everything. I agree that all of this was not disclosed in the
FBI investigation.

Senator SPECTER. Was it easier for you because one of the FBI
agents was a woman, or did you ask at any time that you give the
statements to her alone in the absence of the man FBI agent?

Ms. HILL. NO, I did not do that. I didn't ask to disclose. I just—I
did not.

Senator SPECTER. Well, I understand from what you are saying
now that you were told that you didn't have to say anything if it
was too embarrassing for you. My question to you is, did you use
that at any point to decline to give any information on the ground
that it was too embarrassing?

Ms. HILL. I never declined to answer a question because it was
too embarrassing, no. He asked me to describe the incidents, and
rather than decline to make any statement at all, I described them
to my level of comfort.

Senator SPECTER. Well, you described a fair number of things in
the FBI statement, but I come back now to the last sentence on
page 3 in the first full paragraph, because it is a strong allegation.
You have said that you had not omitted that because of its being
embarrassing. You might have said even something embarrassing
to the female agent. My question to you is, why was that omitted?

Ms. HILL. Senator, at the time of the FBI investigation, I cooper-
ated as fully as I could at that time, and I cannot explain why any-
thing in specific was not stated.

Senator SPECTER. Professor Hill, you testified that you drew an
inference that Judge Thomas might want you to look at porno-
graphic films, but you told the FBI specifically that he never asked
you to watch the films. Is that correct?

Ms. HILL. He never said, "Let's go to my apartment and watch
films," or "go to my house and watch films." He did say, "You
ought to see this material."

Senator SPECTER. But when you testified that, as I wrote it down,
"We ought to look at pornographic movies together," that was an
expression of what was in your mind when he

Ms. HILL. That was the inference that I drew, yes.
Senator SPECTER. The inference, so he
Ms. HILL. With his pressing me for social engagements, yes.
Senator SPECTER. That that was something he might have

wanted you to do, but the fact is, flatly, he never asked you to look
at pornographic movies with him.

Ms. HILL. With him? No, he did not.
The CHAIRMAN. Will the Senator yield for one moment for a

point of clarification?
Senator SPECTER. I would rather not.
The CHAIRMAN. TO determine whether or not the witness ever

saw the FBI report. Does she know what was stated by the FBI
about her comments?
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Senator SPECTER. Well, Mr. Chairman, I am asking her about
what she said to the FBI.

The CHAIRMAN. I understand. I am just asking that.
Have you ever seen the FBI report?
Ms. HILL. NO; I have not.
The CHAIRMAN. Would you like to take a few moments and look

at it now?
Ms. HILL. Yes; I would.
The CHAIRMAN. OK. Let's make a copy of the FBI report. I think

we have to be careful. Senator Grassley asked me to make sure—
maybe you could continue—it only pertains to her. We are not at
liberty to give to her what the FBI said about other individuals.

Senator SPECTER. I was asking Professor Hill about the FBI
report.

Obviously because the portion I am questioning you about relates
to their recording what you said, and I think it is fair, one lawyer
to another, to ask about it.

The CHAIRMAN. NO, I would continue, because you are not asking
her directly. I just wanted to know whether or not her responses
were at all based upon her knowledge of what the FBI said she
said. That is all I was asking.

Senator SPECTER. Well, she has asked to see it, and I think it is a
fair request, and I would be glad to take a moment's delay to

The CHAIRMAN. This is the FBI report as it references Professor
Hill, only Professor Hill.

Senator SPECTER. May we stop the clock, Mr. Chairman?
The CHAIRMAN. Yes, we will. We will turn the clock back and

give the Senator additional time. I will not ask how long to turn it
back. I will leave that decision to Senator Simpson.

Senator SIMPSON. I will be watching the clock. Thank you, Mr.
Chairman.

[Pause.]
The CHAIRMAN. That was not to hurry you along, Professor. That

was to ask for silence in the room.
The only point I wish to make is that you know what is in the

report and understand that the report is a summary of your con-
versation, not a transcription of your conversation.

[Pause.]
The CHAIRMAN. While we have this momentary break, the Sena-

tor has 10 or more minutes remaining, and at the conclusion of his
questioning we will recess for lunch for an hour and then begin
with Senator Leahy.

Senator LEAHY. At what time?
The CHAIRMAN. Whatever, an hour from the time we end.
Senator LEAHY. I see. I'm sorry, I didn't hear that part. Thank

you.
The CHAIRMAN. All right. Have you had a chance to peruse it?
Ms. HILL. Yes.
The CHAIRMAN. Thank you.
Ms. HILL. Thank you.
The CHAIRMAN. NOW I apologize to my colleague for the interrup-

tion.
Senator SPECTER. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.
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Professor Hill, now that you have read the FBI report, you can
see that it contains no reference to any mention of Judge Thomas'
private parts or sexual prowess or size, et cetera. My question to
you would be, on something that is as important as it is in your
written testimony and in your responses to Senator Biden, why
didn't you tell the FBI about that?

Ms. HILL. Senator, in paragraph 2 on page 2 of the report it says
that he liked to discuss specific sex acts and frequency of sex. And
I am not sure what all that summarizes, but his sexual prowess,
his sexual preferences, could have

Senator SPECTER. Which line are you referring to, Professor?
Ms. HILL. The very last line in paragraph 2 of page 2.
Senator SPECTER. Well, that says—and this is not too bad, I can

read it—"Thomas liked to discuss specific sex acts and frequency of
sex." Now are you saying, in response to my question as to why
you didn't tell the FBI about the size of his private parts and his
sexual prowess and "Long John Silver." That information was com-
prehended within the statement, "Thomas liked to discuss specific
sex acts and frequency of sex"?

Ms. HILL. I am not saying that that information was included in
that. I don't know that it was. I don't believe that I even men-
tioned the latter information to the FBI agent, and I c^uid only re-
spond again that at the time of the investigation I tried to cooper-
ate as fully as I could, to recall information to answer the ques-
tions that they asked.

Senator SPECTER. Professor Hill, you said that you took it to
mean that Judge Thomas wanted to have sex with you, but in fact
he never did ask you to have sex, correct?

Ms. HILL. NO, he did not ask me to have sex. He did continually
pressure me to go out with him, continually, and he would not
accept my explanation as being valid.

Senator SPECTER. SO that when you said you took it to mean,
"We ought to have sex," that that was an inference that you drew?

Ms. HILL. Yes, yes.
Senator SPECTER. Professor Hill, the USA Today reported on Oc-

tober 9,
Anita Hill was told by Senate staffers her signed affidavit alleging sexual harass-

ment by Clarence Thomas would be the instrument that "quietly and behind the
scenes" would force him to withdraw his name.

Was USA Today correct on that, attributing it to a man named
Mr. Keith Henderson, a 10-year friend of Hill and former Senate
Judiciary Committee staffer?

Ms. HILL. I do not recall. I guess—did I say that? I don't under-
stand who said what in that quotation.

Senator SPECTER. Well, let me go on. He said,
Keith Henderson, a 10-year friend of Hill and former Senate Judiciary Committee

staffer, says Hill was advised by Senate staffers that her charge would be kept
secret and her name kept from public scrutiny.

Apparently referring again to Mr. Henderson's statement, "they
would approach Judge Thomas with the information and he would
withdraw and not turn this into a big story, Henderson says."

Did anybody ever tell you that, by providing the statement, that
there would be a move to request Judge Thomas to withdraw his
nomination?
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Ms. HILL. I don't recall any story about pressing, using this to
press anyone.

Senator SPECTER. Well, do you recall anything at all about any-
thing related to that?

Ms. HILL. I think that I was told that my statement would be
shown to Judge Thomas, and I agreed to that.

Senator SPECTER. But was there any suggestion, however slight,
that the statement with these serious charges would result in a
withdrawal so that it wouldn't have to be necessary for your identi-
ty to be known or for you to come forward under circumstances
like these?

Ms. HILL. There was—no, not that I recall. I don't recall any-
thing being said about him being pressed to resign.

Senator SPECTER. Well, this would only have happened in the
course of the past month or so, because all this started just in early
September.

Ms. HILL. I understand.
Senator SPECTER. SO that when you say you don't recall, I would

ask you to search your memory on this point, and perhaps we
might begin—and this is an important subject—about the initiation
of this entire matter with respect to the Senate staffers who talked
to you. But that is going to be too long for the few minutes that I
have left, so I would just ask you once again, and you say you don't
recollect, whether there was anything at all said to you by anyone
that, as USA Today reports, that just by having the allegations of
sexual harassment by Clarence Thomas, that it would be the in-
strument that "quietly and behind the scenes" would force him to
withdraw his name. Is there anything related to that in any way
whatsoever?

Ms. HILL. The only thing that I can think of, and if you will
check, there were a lot of phone conversations. We were discussing
this matter very carefully, and at some point there might have
been a conversation about what might happen.

Senator SPECTER. Might have been?
Ms. HILL. There might have been, but that wasn't—I don't re-

member this specific kind of comment about "quietly and behind
the scenes" pressing him to withdraw.

Senator SPECTER. Well, aside from "quietly and behind the
scenes" pressing him to withdraw, any suggestion that just the
charges themselves, in writing, would result in Judge Thomas with-
drawing, going away?

Ms. HILL. NO, no. I don't recall that at all, no.
Senator SPECTER. Well, you started to say that there might have

been some conversation, and it seemed to me
Ms. HILL. There might have been some conversation about what

could possibly occur.
Senator SPECTER. Well, tell me about that conversation.
Ms. HILL. Well, I can't really tell you any more than what I have

said. I discussed what the alternatives were, what might happen
with this affidavit that I submitted. We talked about the possibility
of the Senate committee coming back for more information. We
talked about the possibility of the FBI, asking, going to the FBI
and getting more information; some questions from individual Sen-
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ators. I just, the statement that you are referring to, I really can't
verify.

Senator SPECTER. Well, when you talk about the Senate coming
back for more information or the FBI coming back for more infor-
mation or Senators coming back for more information, that has
nothing to do at all with Judge Thomas withdrawing. When you
testified a few moments ago that there might possibly have been a
conversation, in response to my question about a possible with-
drawal, I would press you on that, Professor Hill, in this context:
You have testified with some specificity about what happened 10
years ago. I would ask you to press your recollection as to what
happened within the last month.

Ms. HILL. And I have done that, Senator, and I don't recall that
comment. I do recall that there might have been some suggestion
that if the FBI did the investigation, that the Senate might get in-
volved, that there may be—that a number of things might occur,
but I really, I have to be honest with you, I cannot verify the state-
ment that you are asking me to verify. There is not really more
that I can tell you on that.

Senator SPECTER. Well, when you say a number of things might
occur, what sort of things?

Ms. HILL. May I just add this one thing?
Senator SPECTER. Sure.
Ms. HILL. The nature of that kind of conversation that you are

talking about is very different from the nature of the conversation
that I recall. The conversations that I recall were much more vivid.
They were more explicit. The conversations that I have had with
the staff over the last few days in particular have become much
more blurry, but these are vivid events that I recall from even 8
years ago when they happened, and they are going to stand out
much more in my mind than a telephone conversation. They were
one-on-one, personal conversations, as a matter of fact, and that
adds to why they are much more easily recalled. I am sure that
there are some comments that I do not recall the exact nature of
from that period, as well, but these that are here are the ones that
I do recall.

Senator SPECTER. Well, Professor Hill, I can understand why you
say that these comments, alleged comments, would stand out in
your mind, and we have gone over those. I don't want to go over
them again. But when you talk about the withdrawal of a Supreme
Court nominee, you are talking about something that is very, very
vivid, stark, and you are talking about something that occurred
vithin the past 4 or 5 weeks, and my question goes to a very dra-
matic and important event. If a mere allegation would pressure a
nominee to withdraw from the Supreme Court, I would suggest to
you that that is not something that wouldn't stick in a mind for 4
or 5 weeks, if it happened.

Ms. HILL. Well, Senator, I would suggest to you that for me these
are more than mere allegations, so that if that comment were
made—these are the truth to me, these comments are the truth to
me—and if it were made, then I may not respond to it in the same
way that you do.

Senator SPECTER. Well, I am not questioning your statement
when I use the word "allegation" to refer to 10 years ago. I just
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don't want to talk about it as a fact because so far that is some-
thing we have to decide, so I am not stressing that aspect of the
question. I do with respect to the time period, but the point that I
would come back to for just 1 more minute would be—well, let me
ask it to you this way.

Ms. HILL. OK.
Senator SPECTER. Would you not consider it a matter of real im-

portance if someone said to you, "Professor, you won't have to go
public. Your name won't have to be disclosed. You won't have to do
anything. Just sign the affidavit and this," as the USA Today
report, would be the instrument that "quietly and behind the
scenes" would force him to withdraw his name. Now I am not
asking you whether it happened. I am asking you now only, if it
did happen, whether that would be the kind of a statement to you
which would be important and impressed upon you, that you would
remember in the course of 4 or 5 weeks.

Ms. HILL. I don't recall a specific statement, and I cannot say
whether that comment would have stuck in my mind. I really
cannot say that.

Senator SPECTER. The sequence with the staffers is very involved,
so I am going to move to another subject now, but I want to come
back to this. Over the luncheon break, I would ask you to think
about it further, if there is any way you can shed any further light
on that question, because I think it is an important one.

Ms. HILL. OK. Thank you.
Senator SPECTER. Professor Hill, the next subject I want to take

up with you involves the kind of strong language which you say
Judge Thomas used in a very unique setting, where there you have
the Chairman of the EEOC, the Nation's chief law enforcement of-
ficer on sexual harassment, and here you have a lawyer who is an
expert in this field, later goes on to teach civil rights and has a
dedication to making sure that women are not discriminated
against. If you take the single issue of discrimination against
women, the Chairman of the EEOC has a more important role on
that question even than a Supreme Court Justice—a Supreme
Court Justice is a more important position overall, than if you
focus just on sexual harassment.

The testimony that you described here today depicts a circum-
stance where the Chairman of the EEOC is blatant, as you describe
it, and my question is: Understanding the fact that you are 25 and
that you are shortly out of law school and the pressures that exist
in this world—and I know about it to a fair extent. I used to be a
district attorney and I know about sexual harassment and discrimi-
nation against women and I think I have some sensitivity on it—
but even considering all of that, given your own expert standing
and the fact that here you have the chief law enforcement officer
of the country on this subject and the whole purpose of the civil
right law is being perverted right in the office of the Chairman
with one of his own female subordinates, what went through your
mind, if anything, on whether you ought to come forward at that
stage? If you had, you would have stopped this man from being
head of the EEOC perhaps for another decade. What went on
through your mind? I know you decided not to make a complaint,
but did you give that any consideration, and, if so, how could you
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allow this kind of reprehensible conduct to go on right in the head-
quarters, without doing something about it?

Ms. HILL. Well, it was a very trying and difficult decision for me
not to say anything further. I can only say that when I made the
decision to just withdraw from the situation and not press a claim
or charge against him, that I may have shirked a duty, a responsi-
bility that I had, and to that extent I confess that I am very sorry
that I did not do something or say something, but at the time that
was my best judgment. Maybe it was a poor judgment, but it
wasn't dishonest and it wasn't a completely unreasonable choice
that I made, given the circumstances.

Senator SPECTER. My red light is on. Thank you very much, Pro-
fessor Hill.

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.
The CHAIRMAN. Thank you, Senator.
Thank you, Professor Hill.
We will adjourn until 2:15 p.m. We will reconvene at 2:15 p.m.
[Whereupon, at 1:10 p.m., the committee was recessed, to recon-

vene at 2:15 p.m., the same day.]

AFTERNOON SESSION

The CHAIRMAN. The committee will come to order.
Welcome back, Professor Hill.
The Chair now yields to the Senator from Vermont, Senator

Leahy, who will question for one-half hour, and then we will go
back to Senator Specter.

Senator LEAHY. Good afternoon, Professor Hill.
Ms. HILL. Good afternoon, Senator.
Senator LEAHY. Professor, we have had a number of discussions,

almost shorthand discussions here, about things you are familiar
with and which members of the committee are familiar with, but I
would like to take you through a couple of the spots.

You have mentioned—and there were discussions and answers
from you regarding the FBI investigation—would you tell us, was it
one FBI agent, two FBI agents? How many spoke to you and
where?

Ms. HILL. There were two FBI agents who visited me in my
home.

Senator LEAHY. HOW was that arranged? Just focus on the me-
chanics, please.

Ms. HILL. Well, it was arranged, as I understand it, through Sen-
ator Biden's office. I received a phone call from one of the staff
members of Senator Biden and she informed me that she had—
excuse me, the date was September 23—she informed me that she
had received a fax from me of my statement and that I should
expect a call from the FBI.

When the FBI called, they called me at home, left a message on
my machine, I returned their phone call that evening after work
and arranged for them to come over immediately from Oklahoma
City, I believe, to talk with me.

Senator LEAHY. That evening?
Ms. HILL. That evening, on Monday, September 23.
Senator LEAHY. About what time did they arrive?




