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A Closfer Look at
By Jane M>reRand JuiABRAMsnN

7^^
'ARWCt THOMAS MOVED into his first
real bachelor pad in the summer of 1982
not long after his first marriage broke up'
Kaye Savage, a friend who picked him up in
her carone weekend togo shopping for run-

Washingtonapartment assbfl ui^rfumished, with little more than a mattress
on the noor and a stereo. But one other feature made a
lasting impression. Mr. Thomas had compiled and

L compulsively organizedmagazines, five years' worth ofthem,
organized by monthand year."

she?/v,''Th' ajartment also were memorable,she says. There was only one main room, but itswalls-
Smiley kitchen and even the

bathroom Awr-were adorned with nude centerfolds
Ms. Savage stared awkwardly about her The dis-

pi^a> seemed so out of character with everything else
she knew about Mr. Thomas, whom the Reagan ad-

recently placed atop the Equal Em-
plovTnem Opportunity Commission, the agency polic-
mg racial, sexual and other job discrimination. He
was a fanatic about discipline and adaily churchgoer
He was honest to the point of indiscretion about his ca
reer ambitions. (He had already told her he hoped
^meday to replace Thurgood Marshall on the
th-fi 'fi's suggestedthat .Mr. Thomas had a private side very different
from his public persona. umerent

She couldn't contain her curiosity, and'̂ sked Mr

JiSeT^i "laga-
hi around." she sayshe rep ed, implying that the magazines were his one
recreational vice. In fact, she later told a congrS
sional investigator. Mr. Thomas said that the maea-
zines were theonly possessions he had deemed worth
taking with him from his collapsing marriage.

odd enough that sheSd.vs she mentioned it one day in 1982 to another ac-

^ithnnt n' , \ replied wearily,without a flicker ofsurprise, "that's Clarence."

, just begnn his fourth year as
nri , f ,h ^ ® 'snow afix-
kn m-n h "0 'onger its junior memberknown b> court-watchers as part of its most conserva
tive wing. Yet the years have hardly stilled the contro-
\ersy over h^ow candid Mr. Thomas was in 1991 when
frfrr Confirmation hear-mgs, ever having said anything like the crude sexual
remarks Ms. Hill testified that he used with her

®^'acle ofthese two famous combatants retreatmg bitterly into their privacy, proclaim
ing innocence and victiraizaUon. and dismfssing their

ff motivated-renects how unre-Mlved the confljct between them remains. Par from
£ continues to be an active bat- itlefront in America sculture wars \

It is probably true that unless an eyewitness i
.IS. Hill or Mr. Thomas-if either-was telline the
Whole truth. But while the Senate hearings hSd thi ;
look of acomprehensive trial, what was visible to the t

Ifence Thomas

n' Selling cf aarmce Thomas- bf, Jme Woyer and Jill
Abramson. published by Houghim Umin a>.. Codu-
'•mh, 4^ m by Jane Mnyer and Jill Abmmson

Mmera was only one scene ofa larger drama that had
been playing out for atleast adecade and. some miehtargue, two whole lifetimes. After more th^n tToS
siwt ift ff hundreds of interviews, itis pos-slblc to offer amuch fuller account of what happened

suggested at the hearings one ap-^ach to knowing the truth. "If Ihad used that kind of
grotesque language with one person." he testified "it
would seem to me that there would be... other Individ-

"• *"•> " It «"..Ss
As it turns out, there are. And although thev

weren t evident at the Senate Judiciary Committee
heariii^ three years ago. a surprising number of
t^hese bits and pieces had reached the committee Ms

offered to testifv abiut" M?"
aisat a time when he was supervising Ms lliii Biiicommittee chairman Joseph Biden decided it was ill-

Ktrefl Caidvon

advised to publicly air testimony on the explosive
life A^rt Mr^ justice's private

, V a witness, stated emphatically that he would not discuss "what goes on in the

of my'SSm''"'''
the hearing. Mr. Thomas has declined to

elaborate on his position, rejecting numerous inter-
several from the authors ofthis book. .Some comments from the justice, however

do appear in Resurrection." a new book by his men
tor. Sen. John Danforth of Missouri. Excerpts from It
appear on page B12.1

fh.?nn allegations ^as
S in ^ were working in his office, he got up from the table where he
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Who Has Right
To Decide Fate
Of Preemies?

By Edward Felsentiial
Mn// RepoOfro/T>CE Wau. Stobct Jourkai.

Aboutanhouraftertheprematurebl^
f their third child, Gregory and Tract

iJessenger a^ed hospital attendants tar
>omeprivacy with the Infant.

With tte door shut. Dr. Messenger
eiiioved ^ 1-pound. 11-ounce boy from
IS life-su#3rt system. The soundingofan

.utomaticjfelann brought a doctor and
urse running to the room, tjui, tpo late.

biotechnology

Side Effects Dash High Hopes
For Biotech Drug to Treat MS
_ .. By Ralph Ti King Jr.By Ralph Tj King JR.StcJfRe^r.,ro/T„ewI^ll Strp„

Because of multiple sclerosis, Rosalie
Rodgere uses a walkento get around, her
yi^on Is cloudy, and she has been hospital-
lied repeatedly with severe attacks. But
alter eight months on^Betaseron, a new
blotech drug that could relieve such at
tacks In the futur«. she stopped taking it
. was helping atth\| beginning, then Itbackfired, says Ms. ^gers, a 44-year-
old nuree who suffered Ifom stiff joints and
incontinence after each injection. Al-
thoi^h the. intermitient attacks, which

Sate projectiofts, today vs. Aufl. 1993. in bflllons
$16, ^' •

I enterprise :

FTD to Look
At Bids to Make
It Bloom Again

By Greg Steinmctz
Sta// Reponero/The Wall StTiEBT Journal

A takeover battle for the Horists
Transworld Delivery Association, bette
known as FTD, says a lot about the.
changes sweeping the nower industry.

Essentlaily a cJearinghouse for flora
orders, FTD has become less relevant io.
recent years as technology and shiftinr
consumer tastes have chaiiijed the., way
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A Close Look at Thomas's Life Finds
Echoes ofSome of Hills Allegations

"So," Mr. Terry concludes, "when Anita Hill
started talking. I knew the man was guilty. "That's
my boy.' I said. 'That's him talking.' I'm certain
she was telling the truth, because the examples
she gave sounded too much like him for it not to
have been Clarence."

Two other college friends were struck, many
years later, by Ms. Hill's testimony that .Mr.
Thomas had asked about a Coke can with pubic
hair on it. Mr. Davis says of the hearings; "I
didn't know what to think until I heard the Coke-
can story. When I heard that, I knew he'd say stuff
like that. He's not a bad person, but he had
strange ways of making an impression."

Mr. Jones also lost any skepticism about Ms.
Hill's testimony when he heard her specific allega
tions about ihe kinds of language she said Mr.
Thomas used. "The Coke-can thing did it for me."
Mr. Jones says. "It's like you remember some kid
who always wore his hat a certain way-to me. it
was "I remember that kid. that's the way he
talked, that's him." It's the same hat. the same
style, the same kid."

Gintinued From Piiije Bl
had been sitting with her. went over to his desk
10retrieve a can of Coca-Colaand. after staring
;ii it. demanded to know, "Who has put pubic
hair on my Coke?"

"I didn't have a clue how lo interpret that." Ms,
Hill testified. "I did not know. It was a strange
(omment for me. I thought it was inappropriate.
Iiiit I did not know what he meant."

In the hearings. Mr. Thomas sounded equally
lijffled and offended by such language. Asked by
Sen. Orrin Hatch If he had ever said such a thing,
Mr. Thomas replied, "No, absolutely not."

"Did you ever think of saying something like
that?" the senator asked.

"No," replied Mr. Thomas.
"Thai's a gross thing to say, isn't it? Whether

it's said by you or somebody else?" Sen. Hatch
I ontinued.

"As far as I am concerned. Senator." Mr.
Thomas said, "it is, and it is something 1 did not.
nor would say."

But Ms. Hill is not the only employee of the
IvEOC who attributed this vivid phrase to Mr.
Thomas before the hearings.

Marguerite Donnelly, a senior trial attorney at
the EEOC untii she went into private practice in
i|iv6, says she was told by a co-wnrker in the early
ii'sos thai Mr. Thomas "had sald-and I thought
It was in (he presence of several people-that
there was a pubic hair on his
can of Coke." Ms. Donnelly
says she told her husband, AUITA Ulll
Allan Danoff. who was an AnllA nlLl
.itiumey at the KEOC until aijiv CUD
19s,i. about thepeculiar com- UNLT Clflr
inent. and her husband con- rr/\^ llfu/^
lirms this. "We certainly CtUC WrlU
(lid hear about il back

ihen,"Mr. Danoff says. THc LINE /
Thomas aide Michael

Middleton also says that he HAIR ON I
heard the pubic hair storj'
associated with Mr. Thomas TO MR. TH
f<efore 19&). when he too left

Ihe EEOC. have thisvision RFpORE TH
of Clarencc at the EEOC •••
I'icking up a Coke and say- THREE FOR
in^', 'Who put this pubic hair
1n mvCoke?"' savs Mr. .Mid- ATTnRNFY'
ck'ton. now a professor of
l.iw at Missouri North Cen- TOn AQQf!
tral University. Mr. Middle- IVW,
un adds that he toldhis wife U/ITU UIM
about it at the time and thai ••lln nllil.
\eare later, during the con-
f;rmation hearings, he
rirned to her and asked if she remembered the
si<ir\'. and she did.

But the memoo'. Mr. Middleton says, is quite
hazy. He says he isn't sure whether he heard Mr.
Thomas say it or just had it dcsmbed to him buck

ANITA HILL IS NOT THE

ONLY EMPLOYEE OF THE

EEOC WHO AHRIBUTED

THE LINE ABOUT PUBIC

HAIR ON A COKE CAN

TO MR. THOMAS

BEFORE THE HEARINGS.

THREE FORMER EEOC

AHORNEYS SAY THEY,
TOO, ASSOCIATED IT
WITH HIM.

Almost as striking in Ms. Hill's testimony as
the Coke-can line was her allegaiion that Mr.
Thomas called her into his office (me day and dis
cussed a porno star named Long Dong Silver.
"Have you ever heard the name of that?" Mr.

Thomas was asked at the
KM—hearings. "No, Senator,"

: MftT TUC replied.» nUI mC It is entirely possible

mnc TUt wasUr InC telling the truth. But the
TTDIDIITCn interest in pornography
MKIDUItU that he exhibited in col-

\iiT niiBi/* apparently continued
'Ul rUbiV through the 1980s, when

Long Dong Silver was
.UKc CAN ^ known figure among

fans of explicit films
l/lAS magazines.
iirAniki/»r Maddox. the pro-
ICARINGS. prietor of Graffiti, a video

store a few blocks from

ER EEOC EEOC headquarters, was
taken aback by Mr.

THEY Thomas's testimony. "Clar-' ence Thomas was a regu-
liTED IT customer of adult111.1/ II movies" in the 1980s. Mr.

Maddox says. "Not a noto
rious one, but he rented
hundreds of movies. Some
were kids' films for his son.

Others were X-rated. Our staff remembers him in
the adult shelves." The store did stocka LongDong
Stiver series, which Mr. Maddox calls "a freak-of-
nature kind of thing."

It was in Graffiti that Frederick Douglass Cooke
then."It could havebeen a joke I heardhimtellin .. Jr., a Washington attorney and former District of
T ** iLlr T .. » _tie office." Mr. Middleton says. "It's vague. I just
know ihaf pubic hair in a Coke can was not new to
1;f (during the hearingsl with Clarence Thomas."

Sini-e no one heard Mr. Thomas ulier such a
Ime to Ms. Hill—she says they were alone when he
did-these statements don't necessarily confirm
her account. Still, the three former EEOC attor-
ne>-s all say they associated the line with a man
who testified that he had never uttered it to Ms.
Hill or anyone else.

Columbia corporation counsel, saw Mr. Thomas at
the cashier's counter in the late 1980s with another
"freak-of-nature" kind of film. Mr. Cookethought it
pretty amusing lo run inio the chairman of the
EEOC. whom he had met once or twice, standing
with an X-rated videotape titled "The Adventures of
Bad Mama .lama." The jacket photographs showed
an obese and hiige-breasted woman.

Mr. Cooke mentioned it to a colleague. They
had a good laugh and thought lillle more of it until
Anita Hill came forward years later, alleging (hat
Mr. Thomas had described bizarre "materials de
picting individuals with large penises or breasts
involved in various sex acts."

Word of this reached the Judiciary Committee's
staff. But getting Mr. Cooke's testimony would
have reciuired a subpoena, and given Sen. Biden's
decision regarding the sanctity of ihe nominee's
private life, none was issued.

.As a student at Holy Cross College in Worces-
tiT. Mass., following stints at two Catholic semi
naries, Mr. Thomas flirted with black separatism
and took part In campus protests. But fellow slii-
denls suggest thai in comparison wiih many oth-
ors he was a moderate, notable less for radicalism
i.ian for his outspokenand often argumentative in-
ilependence of thought. Mr. Thomas was already
examining the issueof race in America, beginning
a thoughtful. Iconoclastic search for answers that
would occupy much of his life.

His views of vTomeir^feWisrlncllyjwKerva-
iive. He argued against premarital sex and told
line friend he wouldleaw^-ff*ife•«^lhe spot if she
was unfaithful to him. Yet according to several
I'hiismales. Mr. Thomas also showed an unusual
interestin talkingaboutsex in grossand explicitiv
iivitnniiraM;ini.niaL'" Rv fhe tim.. i

Clarence Thomas was born in Pin Point, Ga.. to
a woman whose life was as hard as almost any in
America. Leola Williams was so poor as a child
thai she made dolls out of clumps of weeds and
llv€»in a house whose walls were insulated with
newspapers and caulked with library paste. There,
on June 23, 19-18. while still a teenager, she gave
birth to her serimd child, Clarciirp. A few years
' ' ' •• I, ,.'s father flesi'M"': • i •

Mr.Thomas, according to his mother, offhandedly
confirmed this preference. As his mother recounts
the conversation, Mr. Thomas asked her. "Mama,
what kind of women do I like?"

Leola Williams said she hadn't thought much
about it.

"Well,what colorwas Kathy?" he persisted, re
ferring to his first wife.

"She was brown." Ms. Williams says she an
swered.

"And the others?" inquired Mr. Thomas.
"They've all been light-skinned too." his

mother said.

"Right." she says Mr. Thomas answered. "So
what would I want with a woman as black as Anita
Hill?"

When Ms. Hill testified to the Senate committee
about her treatment by Mr. Thomas a decade ear
lier. skeptics soon wondered whether she had told
anyone at the time. Eventually, four witnesses said
they could corroborate at least parts of her account:
Susan Hoerchner, John Carr, Joel Paul and Ellen
Wells.Alltestified at the confirmation hearings.

There is a fifth person, whom Ms. Hill had for
gotten so completely that after being reminded of
him-two years after the Senate hearings-she
still couldn't remember his first name. But once
reminded of him in 1993. Ms. Hill confirmed his ac
count. His name is Bradley Mims.

A dozen years after he knew Ms. Hill. Mr.
Mims, who now works for the Federal Aviation Ad
ministration, says he clearly remembers the night
that he met her. It was the beginning of 1982, and
they had both enrolled in a nl^l class for federal
employees interested in improving their writing
skills. Coincidentally. they had spoken on the
phone that day. because she had been trying lo
reach his boss. After the members of the class in
troduced themselves, she sent him a note; "Hi-
I'm Anita Hill, the person who called your office
eariier today."

One night. Mr. Mims says, Ms. Hill came to
class looking upset. During the break, he asked
her what was wrong. She replied, according to Mr.
Mims: "Clarence is doing real wild stuff. I don't
want to talk about II."

But with a little goading, he says, she did any
way. Shesaid that she and Mr. Thomashad goneto
lunch earlier that day, as they had on several other
recent occasions, and during the meal. Mr. Thomas
had begunsaying "really crazystuff to her-talking
wild." Mr. Mims says he knew exactly what she
meant by "talking wild"; in their social set, it was
slang for usingexplicitsexual language.

"She was clearly out of kilter about It." Mr. Mims
says. "She seemed withdraviTi and distracted. She
still seemedlo likeand admire Mr.Thomasbut just
didn't know how to take it. how to deal with it, and
what effect it would have on her. She seemed con
fused about what kinds of signals he was sending.
Shewasn't crying,butshe was veryupset."

Mr. Mims says he asked Ms. Hill the obvious
questibn; Why not just get another job? "Hell,
you're a Yale lawyer." he says he told her. "You
can go anywhere you want." But Ms. Hill's reac
tion was anguished, he says, and somewhat calcu
lating. She was young, she liked her work, and she
knew Mr. Thomas was going places. As Mr. Mims
puts it. "She wanted to ride his coattails." Mr.
Thomas was simultaneously the best and worst
thing that had happened to her.

It irked Mr. Mims that not long after one of
their talks, he took Ms. Hill on an office picnic at
whichhis own boss treated him poorly, and rather
lhan being sympathetic, she asked Irately how he
could stay in such a job. Mr. Mims concluded that
Ms. Hill lacked a certain amount of self-aware-
ness. not lo mention empathy.

Mr.Thomasnever mixedbusinesswithpleasure,
he told the Senate committee. "I... do not commin
gle my personal lifewithmy worklife," he testifed.
"nor did I commingle [employees'] personal life
wiih the work life." He denounced Ms. Hill's
charges as contrary to the experienceofevery other
woman who worked wiih him at ihe EEOC.

But in the months and years after Ms. Hill left ihe
EEOC. lluee other women who worked for Mr.
Tlimnus Ihoi-c say they experienced, witnessed nr
• . •!' told ,ti' ;,I :
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SBE^iUnt. still, the three former EEOC altor-
^^P^say they associated the line with a man
•wm^stified that he had never uttered it to Ms.
Hill or anyone else.

As a student at Holy Cross College in Worces-
ler. Mass., following stints at two Catholic semi
naries, Mr. Thomas flirted with black separatism
and took part in campus protests. But fellow stu
dents suggest that in comparison with many oth
ers he was a moderate, notable less for radicalism
than for hisoutspoken and oftenargumentative in
dependence of thought. Mr. Thomas was already
examining the issue ofrace in America, beginning
a thoughtful, iconoclastic search for answers that
would occupy much of his life.

His views of women were distinctly conserva
tive. He argiied against premarital sex and told
one friend hewould leave a wife onthe spot if she
was unfaithful to him. Yet according to several
classmates, Mr. Thomas also showed an unusual
interest in talking about sex in gross and explicitly
anatomical language. By the time he reached Yale
law school, where he went next, Mr. Thomas was
known not only for the extreme crudity ofhis sex
ual banter, but also for avidly watching X-rated
films and buying sex magazines, which friends
say he would describe to them in lurid detail.

Such an interest would ordinarily be considered
a private matter, but fellow students say that Mr.
Thomas was notable for the unusually public nature
of his enthusiasm for such materials. His detailed
descriptions of what he had seen were anopen form
of socializing during these years that seemed funny
tosome, offensive toothers and odd to many.

When Ms. Hill accused Mr. Thomas many
years later of talking crudely to her about sexual
matters, a number of former schoolmates of Mr
Thomas were struck by the familiarity of the be
havior she described.

For instance, a friend from Holy Cross, Gordon
Davis, says of Mr. Thomas that "ninety-nine per
cent of the time he was a perfect gentleman. But
one percent of the time he would go off the deep
end. He'd say stuff I can't possibly repeat, stuff
that would turn your ears red, things having to do
with a person's anatomy.... I don't feel comfort
able talking about it."

Another college acquaintance, Edward P.
Jones, a short-story writer, says he has much the
same recollection. At Holy Cross he roomed with
Mr. Thomas's best friend there, Gil Hardy, and so
spent hours in long conversations with the two in
their dorm. He says Mr. Thomas and Mr. Hardy
engaged in a kind of rough, affectionate banter
that would degenerate into gross excess as they
tried to one-up each other. It was not unusual for
college students, perhaps, but in Mr. Thomas's
case, according to Mr. Jones, it reached unusual
proportions. -It got so vicious, it would have re
duced other people totears." hesays.

Henry Terry, a law student a year behind Mr
Thomas at Yale, says Mr. Thomas and a male
friend went to thedowntown Crown Theater tosee
X-rated movies almost every week. Mr. Thomas
would come in the next day "roaring with laughter
and having animated discussions" about what he
had seen. "I knew him well." Mr. Terry saj^. "It
was a thing with him. Everyone knew it. That's
just what he did."

In terms of language, Mr. Terry, like some of
.Mr. Thomas's Holy Cross friends, remembers Mr
Thomas as "one of the crudest people I have ever
met. He was one of those people who can sound
dignified in a courtroom or whatever when he
needs to. But when you get him with friends, he's
crude-Imean really crude-profane, scatological
and g^^phic. Alot of us black males growing up in
the 50s werecrude, but Clarence was moreso."

uiui an A-raU'd \ iduuiape tilled "The Adventures of
Bad Mama .lama."The jacketphotographs showed
an obese and huge-breasted woman.

Mr. Cooke mentioned it to a colleague. They
had a good laugh and thought little more of it until
Anita Hill came forward years later, allegingthat
Mr. Thomas had described bizarre "materials de
picting individuals with large penises or breasts
involved in various sex acts."

Word of this reached the Judiciary Committee's
staff. But getting Mr. Cooke's testimony would
have required a subpoena, and given Sen. Biden's
decision regarding the sanctity of the nominee's
private life, none was issued.

Clarence Thomas was born In PinPoint, Ga., to
a woman whose life was as hard as almost any in
America. Leola Williams was so poor as a child
that she made dolls out of clumps of weeds and
lived in a house whose walls were insulated with
newspapers and caulked withlibrarypaste. There,
on June 23. 1948, while still a teenager, she gave
birth to her second child, Clarence. A few years
later, Clarence's father deserted the family.

As a first-grader. Clarence was sent to Savan
nah to live with his grandfather, a highly disci
plined businessman buta steru and uncommunica
tive man who had beendeserted by his own father
as a child. Clarence and a younger brother were
made to work hard in their grandfather's fuel and
coal delivery business. Mr. Thomas once recalled
that his grandfather had removed the heater from
a delivery truck because he felt that it wasn't con
ducive to brisk work habits.

But. Clarence's circumstances had improved
markedly from the destitution of his early life.
"It's a myth to say those boys were poor," con
tends Roy Allen, a classmate and now a Georgia
state senator. Floyd Adams, another boyhood
friend, says, "Everyone is emphasizing that he
grew up in Pin Point in poverty. But when his
grandfather took over, Clarence moved into
what would be considered
a fairly successful black ————«

'"'smrtSurf^;a™ms. hill was 'very
lationship with his mother, IIDCCT' ADAllT iin
father or grandfather, he UrjCl ABUUI iViR*
had an early life that was
emotionally austere. And at THOlflAS S BEHAVIOR/
his segregated parochial cAvr a rntrM ww^^mm
school, he faced something SAYS A FRIEND FROM
else. "He was darker than tuat timp miir
most kids, and in that gener THAT TIME. BUT SHE
ation, people were cruel," re- .calls Sara Wright, a former LIKED HER WORK,
schoolmate. "He was teased
alot . Alotofgirlswouldn t KNEW MR. THOMAS
want to go out with him."
Lester Johnson, now a WAS G0IN6 PIArF^
lawyer in Savannah, says v/wmw r LHVCJ

and 'WANTED TO RIDE
the bottom of the pole. You UK fnATTAII C '
just didn't want to hang with
those kids." Mr. Thomas
himself has told of being
called "ABC." for "America'sBlackest Child."

Asan adult, he was acutelysensitiveto color dif
ferences, say colleagues. At Yale University, Mr
Thomas talked bitterly about "light-skinned elite"
blacks who he thought hadit easierthanthedarker
ones. Yet once in power, a number of EEOC col
leagues claim. Mr. Thomas treated light-skinned
women, inparticular, with deference. "Hehad more
respect for light women, and he was definitely dif
ferent around white people," says Angela Wright
who worked for him as theEEOC's public-affairs di
rector (and eventually was fired by him).

When Anita Hill surfaced with her allegations.

lating. She was young, she likedher worl
knew Mr. Thomas was going places. As ]
puts It, "She wanted to ride his coatta
Thomas was simultaneously the best a
thing that had happened to her.

It irked Mr. Mims that not long aft'
their talks, he took Ms. Hill on an office
which hisown boss treated him poorly, a
than being sympathetic, she asked iratel
could stay in such a job. Mr. Mims concl
Ms. Hill lacked a certain amount of sf
ness, not to mention empathy.

Mr. Thomas never mixed business with
he told the Senate committee. "I... do not

• glemy personal lifewithmy worklife," h»
"nor did I commingle [employees'] pen
with the work life." He denounced N
charges as contrary to the experience ofev
woman who worked with him at the EEOC

But in the months and years after Ms. H
EEOC, three other women who worked
Thomas there say they experienced, witr
were told about behavior onhispart that wj
to that which Ms. Hill described. Although
spoke to Senate Judiciary Committee a
agreed totestify, thecommittee ultimately c
anyofthem, apparently concerned, in part
twoof theihree had been fired by Mr.Thon

One of those two, Angela Wright, startec
theEEOC's public-affairs director in 1984. at
months afterMs. Hill abruptly quit theager
gin teaching at a struggling Oklahoma la\
Oral Roberts University. Ms. Wright was i
tongued as Ms. Hill was polite, speaking her
gardless of the consequences.

Not long after she arrived at the EE
Wright says, her troubles with Mr. Thoma
During a retirement party,shelater swore ii
davitto the Senatecommittee, Mr.Thomas i
herand said, "You look good, and you arego
dating me. too." It was the kind of thing h

her on several occasi

sexiness of her wardi
this, too, her account was much like that of h
who said Mr. Thomas had commented "on
was wearing and whether it made me more
sexually appealing."

Ms. Wright saysshedidn't feel particula
gled out. because, she says. Mr. Thomaswc
praise other women on his staff as well.

And there is another notable distinctio
Wrightsaid she didn't see the EEOC boss's b<
as sexual harassment, because she never i
rassed by it. "I am a very strong-willed pers(
at nopoint did I feel intimidated byhim," sh

Ms. Wright has a corroborator. Rose Jo



was 'an EEOC speechwriter. older than Ms.
Wrl^t, and says Ms. Wright confided in her. As
time went on, Ms. Jourdain told Senate Judiciary
Committee investigators, Ms. Wright "confided to
me increasingly that she
was a little uneasy and
^w more uneasy with the OC YOU WER
chairman, because of com
ments that she told me he Rl ACK FEMi
was making concerning her mumviV i "tu
figure, her body, her PFA^NARIY
breasts, her legs, and how
she looked in certain suits VAII ITMClAf
and dresses." iw IVnCVf

Once, Ms. Jourdain IUCDI
said. Ms. Wright stormed DHWw indrl
into her office, slammed Aiii\iTiAklCf\
the door and demanded. AUUIIIUNtU
••Do you know what he -.vr a
said to me?" The answer, bATb A WUf
Ms. Jourdain said, "had
something to do with WORKED rC
•Ooh-you have very sexy
legs,' or something like THOMAS AT
•You have hair on your
lep and it turns me on." or
something like that." Ms.
Jourdain. who was fired by Mr. Thomas at the
same time as Ms. Wri^t, also said that on one
occasion, Ms. Wright told her Mr. Thomas had
struck up a "conversation about bra size."

A thirri woman who worked for Mr. Thomas at
the EEOC. Sukari Hardnett, also thought Ms.
Hill's descriptions of Mr. Thomas's behavior rang
true. Ms. Hardnett joined the agency as a law
clerk in the chairman's office in September 1985,
about five months after Ms. Wright had been
fired and two years after Ms. Hill had left. Before
long, Ms. Hardnett says. Mr. Thomas began call
ing her into his office for business meetings, but
instead of business, talked about his private life
and his relationships with women.

Ms. Hardnett said in a statement prepared for
the Senate that "Qarence Thomas pretends that his
only behavior toward those who worked as his spe
cial assistants was as a father to children and a
mentor to proteges. That simply isn't true. If you
were female and reasonably attrac
tive. you Imew full well you were being inspected
and auditioned as a female .... Women know when
there are sexual dimensiwts to the attention they
are receiving. Andtiiere was never any doubtabout
that dimension in Oarerice Thomas's office."

Ms. Hardnett said she was 35 at the time, and
"I knew how to handle someone like that." But
"Ms. Hill was 10 ye^ younger. She wasn't partof
the same social drcle. ^e had no employment his-

IF YOU WERE YOUNG,
BLACK, FEMALE AND
REASONABLY ATTRAOIVE,
YOU KNEW ... YOU WERE

BEING INSPEGED AND

AUDITIONED AS A FEMALE,'
SAYS A WOMAN WHO
WORKED FOR CLARENCE

THOMAS AT THE EEOC.

tory to draw on. She was unconnected and naive."
Of course, some women at the EEOC quite

clearly enjoyed Mr. Thomas's company. Phyllis
Berry, for instance, testified that she had been

"privy to the most inti-
mate details of his life."

YnilNfv Thomas aideIwUllw/ j Alvarez was asked
Ekur\ during the hearings

whether Mr. Thomas

iTTO hfTWIt discussed pornogra-kllKW.IIVC/ phy or sex with her, she
v/Mi lAfrnr testified that she and Mr.

. TUU WtKt Thomas "had been
rci\ AUI\ friends for many, manyICD AND years, personal friends.

^ A rClVlALC/ same school together. ...
iAfii/\ We had the kind of confi-

\N WHO dences. personal conver
sations, that close

CLARENCE friends have, and any
more than that really is

rue CCnr not relevant."
I ns CCW.

Thomas is far kinder. But
he declared that he never

mixed personal and professional matters, and even
this more generousviewofMr. Thomasdoesn't seem
to support that testimony.

/•J

As the confirmation hearings wore on, Bradley
Mims. the night-school friend who had briefly been
close to Ms. Hill when she worked at the EEOC,
watched with a growing sense of discomfort as her
detractors suggested she might have belatedly
concocted her charges for political and personal
reasons. Mr. Mims now worked in the political of
fice of the Smithsonian Institution; he loved lobby
ing Congress to keep the museum's funds flowing.
Getting involved in this confirmation fight at a
time when the federal government, his employer,
was led by the Republican Party was about the
last thing he needed.

As the headlines grew bigger and the acrimony
built. Mr. Mims admitted to himself, "I know this
stuff. I should be there." One of the few friends in
whom he had confided called him every few hours
and implored him to speak up.

But Mr. Mims had been in Washington long
enough to see fights like this before and believed
there would be no winners. In the political climate
ofWashington in the fall of 1991, good Samaritans,
he believed, were suckers. No one. no matter how
true^isstory, was going ^ besafe inthis contest.
So he kept quiet. ❖
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