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Now, I'm not going to take a lot of time. I just want to ask you
two questions. I think this is the essence of this hearing. The first
is—and we'll start with Ms. Norton and then on to Mr. Thompson,
Mr. Kern, Ms. Bracher and Ms. Holmes, in that order—I will ask
the same question to all of you. Is it your opinion that Judge
Thomas is highly qualified and possesses the necessary integrity,
professional competence and judicial temperament to be an Associ-
ate Justice of the United States Supreme Court?

Ms. Norton.
Ms. NORTON. Yes, that is certainly my view. I have looked at his

record. I am not personally acquainted with him, so I cannot speak
with the 20 years' worth of personal knowledge that other panel
members can address, but I can look at the way in which he has
functioned as a judge and the way in which he has made his deci-
sions. They are exceptional decisions in the way in which they deal
with the role of the judiciary, the role of an appeals court. He was
very careful to act within his role and to act appropriately.

Senator THURMOND. SO your answer is "Yes"?
Ms. NORTON. Yes.
Senator THURMOND. Mr. Thompson.
Mr. THOMPSON. Senator, my answer is yes, and my answer is

based on not only my friendship and knowledge of Judge Thomas,
but the fact that I am a lawyer, and I am a citizen, and I am very
much concerned about having quality people on the U.S. Supreme
Court.

Senator THURMOND. Mr. Kern.
Mr. KERN. Yes, sir.
Senator THURMOND. MS. Bracher.
Ms. BRACHER. Yes, and my knowledge is based upon his writings

in the criminal law area, and as a women and a citizen, I can say
yes.

Senator THURMOND. MS. Holmes.
Ms. HOLMES. Yes, definitely so. And my answer is based on

having known Judge Thomas for over 20 years and having seen
him not only in the positions that he has carried out but also in
informal meetings with him.

Senator THURMOND. NOW, my second question is this, and I will
ask it of each one of you: Do you know of any reason why Judge
Thomas should not be made a member of the Supreme Court of the
United States?

Ms. Norton.
Ms. NORTON. These hearings have extensively dealt with every

aspect of his record and of his approach to being a justice, and I
believe that this committee has before it the information that
would show that he will be an exceptional choice for that position.
I know of nothing that would bar him from that position.

Senator THURMOND. SO your answer is "No".
Ms. NORTON [nodding].
Senator THURMOND. Mr. Thompson.
Mr. THOMPSON. Senator, I know of no reason why this body

should not confirm President Bush's choice for the U.S. Supreme
Court.

Senator THURMOND. Mr. Kern.
Mr. KERN. NO, sir.
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Senator THURMOND. MS. Bracher.
Ms. BRACHER. NO, sir.
Senator THURMOND. MS. Holmes.
Ms. HOLMES. NO, Senator.
Senator THURMOND. SO all of you have answered "Yes" to the

first question and have answered "No" to the second question. I
think that's the essence of the whole hearing, just what you have
answered in those two questions.

Thank you very much for your appearance. This is a very intelli-
gent panel. I congratulate you on your appearance.

I have no further questions, Mr. Chairman.
Senator KOHL. Thank you very much, Senator Thurmond.
Senator Simpson.
Senator SIMPSON. Mr. Chairman, I too thank the witnesses for

coming. Your testimony was very moving and useful and very help-
ful and important to us, and we appreciate it, and I thank you for
it.

Senator KOHL. Thank you very much.
Senator Heflin.
Senator HEFLIN. I apologize, I didn't get to hear all of your previ-

ous testimony. As many of us do, I have many other things going
on, and we have to leave the hearing room and come back. So you
may have answered this question, but what political party do each
of you belong to?

Ms. NORTON. I am an elected Republican.
Mr. THOMPSON. I am a Republican, Senator.
Mr. KERN. I was appointed by President Lyndon Johnson after

serving as an executive assistant to Attorney General Ramsey
Clark.

Senator HEFLIN. What are you now?
Mr. KERN. AS I have aged, Senator, my views have moved a bit

more to the center than they were when I served with Attorney
General Clark, whom I admire very, very much and have a deep
personal regard and affection for.

Senator HEFLIN. YOU still haven't answered my question. [Laugh-
ter.]

Mr. KERN. I am registered an Independent in the District of Co-
lumbia.

Senator HEFLIN. All right. Ms. Bracher.
Ms. BRACHER. I am registered as a Republican in the State of

Virginia.
Ms. HOLMES. I am registered as a Republican in Massachusetts.
Senator HEFLIN. All right. Ms. Bracher, you seem to have read a

good deal of Judge Thomas' opinions on the Court of Appeals. Un-
fortunately, I don't have the cases before me, but two of those
cases, according to my memory, were United States v. Long and
United States v. Harrison. In regard to part of the decision in
each—there were several issues involved—but one issue was the
possession of a weapon during a drug raid where drugs were actu-
ally present, and the defendant in both these cases was convicted of
the possession of a weapon, which carries more severe penalties
with it. Both involved the constructive possession of a weapon.
Judge Thomas went one way—it seems to me that he found for the
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