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MS. ERBE:  This week on To the Contrary, up first, Roe v. Wade turns 36.  Then, 

Michelle Obama – will she redefine the role of first lady?  Behind the headlines: making 

America a post-partisan nation.  

 

(Musical break.) 

 

MS. ERBE:  Hello.  I’m Bonnie Erbe.  Welcome to To the Contrary, a discussion 

of news and social trends from diverse perspectives.  Up first, Roe v. Wade at 36.   

 

Thirty-six years after the landmark Roe v. Wade decision was handed down and 

just days after the historic inauguration of President Barack Obama, hundreds of 

thousands of abortion opponents converged on the National Mall to reenergize their 

movement.  They would like to see President Obama uphold the Bush administration’s 

anti-abortion policies.  Instead, Mr. Obama released a statement reaffirming his support 

for a woman’s right to choose, stating, quote, “government should not intrude on our 

most private family matters.”   

 

Abortion rights groups had hoped Obama would also use the anniversary as an 

opportunity to reverse some of the previous administration’s policies limiting women’s 

reproductive rights, particularly the so-called global gag rule.  Signed into law by 

President Reagan in 1984, the rule bans government support for overseas family planning 

groups that counsel women about abortions or provide them.  President Bill Clinton 

reversed the rule during his first week in office, and President George W. Bush 

reinstituted it during his first week. 

 

So, Irene Natividad, although President Obama did not reverse the rule on the 

anniversary of Roe v. Wade as did Presidents Bush and Clinton, he did later in the week.  

Does that show that he’s trying to work with anti-abortion forces even though he himself 

is a pro-choice president? 

 

MS. NATIVIDAD:  What President Obama – isn’t that wonderful – what 

President Obama showed is respect for the opposition and while sticking at the same time 

to his guns in terms of his support for reproductive choice.  And I think that’s the way 

he’s going to govern – united. 

 

MS. CHAVEZ:  I think it shows that he is sensitive to symbols and he didn’t want 

to add insult to injury.   

 

MS. JONES-DEWEEVER:  Yes, this is a president who by words and actions 

listens to both sides of an issue before making a definitive position.  And I think that’s 

something that’s respectful and something that most Americans can appreciate. 

 



MS. CZARNECKI:  I disagree with them all.  I think this is just yet another page 

from the Clinton playbook on how to appease the left-of-center women’s groups.  It was 

not an olive branch to the other side. 

 

MS. ERBE:  All right.  Wait a minute.  Appease them?  Even though – appease 

them how?  Because actually the blogosphere was – he’s throwing women who supported 

him, who put him in office over the side because he didn’t do it on the traditional day, 

and really is there – is this an issue where there is – we’ve been striving for middle 

ground now or we’ve seen both sides striving for middle ground for 20 years.  Is it worth 

it to try to reach middle ground? 

 

MS. CZARNECKI:  I don’t know that there’s a middle ground but there is a way 

to work together cooperatively.  I think a lot of people have been – 

 

MS. ERBE:  Work together cooperatively.  How?  I mean, when you do have – 

it’s pretty clear cut.  It’s either – as far as pro-life factions are concerned it’s murder.  As 

far as pro-choice factions are concerned it’s a woman’s right to control her reproductive 

functions. 

 

MS. CZARNECKI:  But the issue in past years that’s always come up, so if 

you’re – I’m pro-life.  If you’re so pro-life, why don’t you do something to help the 

people with these unwanted pregnancies?  I do.  And I support them financially.  I do as 

much as I can in my private capacity to do that.  There are people in the pro-life 

movement right now who seem to think that it’s not just a legal-illegal – you know, 

should it be a states’ issue?  It should be a federal issue.  People are saying, if we’re 

going to work together with an administration who is not – they’re really at odds on 

many, many different things.  They said, we can still help people who are poor 

individuals, whether it’s with housing assistance, whether it’s with information on 

prenatal care.  There’s other ways they can – (inaudible) – it’s not going to solve it all. 

 

MS. ERBE:  Is that solving the abortion? 

 

MS. NATIVIDAD:  It’s not so much solving.  I think what has emerged the past 

eight years are some places where one can work together.  Part of the thing that President 

Obama can do is to talk about it differently.  I think when people do Left, Right, you’re 

right, I’m – et cetera – 

 

MS. ERBE:  Which is what the two past presidents have done. 

 

MS. NATIVIDAD:  I think President Obama is going to work towards reducing 

the number of abortions, where Left and Right agree, and there are ways to do that. 

 

MS. ERBE:  Wait, wait, wait, wait.  Irene, there’s no way they agree on that 

because the Right does not want women having access to contraception.  They don’t want 

women using contraception.  They want women having sex only when they’re trying to 

get pregnant, period. 



 

MS. NATIVIDAD:  Well, guess what.  They’re not in charge.  Okay?  (Laughter.)  

Here’s the deal.  Let me just finish this thought, which abstinence-only is something all 

parents can accept.  Nobody wants a kid having sex at 13 or 14.  But abstinence-only 

with information.  Sex education may be the middle ground and there can be movement 

towards that.  I think that’s something where you can find middle ground in reducing the 

number of abortions through education – sex education, availability of contraception – 

which we may be able to do, right? 

 

MS. CHAVEZ:  As a matter of fact, the number of abortions has been going 

down recently.  I think what some conservatives are hoping for from President Obama is 

that he will make good on his suggestion that there are some times when abortion should 

not in fact be allowed – that in the last trimester if you have a situation where the 

woman’s life is not at stake, that there’s not a serious physical health reason, that there 

would begin to be at least some role for government in allowing states to put in some 

rules.  And there are debates about whether or not there already is that freedom to do that.  

But that I think is where some of the ground is going to take place.   

 

And you’re right, Bonnie, if you believe that under all circumstances abortion is 

murder, there’s no room to give.  If on the other hand, you believe that under all 

circumstances – 

 

MS. ERBE:  Which, by the way, most of the 200,000 people who were on the 

Mall feel that way. 

 

MS. CHAVEZ:  Many of them are Catholic and that is the Catholic Church’s 

position.  But on the other hand, if you’re one of those people that believe that a woman 

can abort her child up until hours before that child is going to be naturally delivered full 

term, that’s an equally radical position.  And you’re right, there is very little common 

ground between those two positions. 

 

MS. ERBE:  Right.  But my point is this.  Aren’t we sort of already at a common 

ground, because Roe v. Wade is certainly not the law – when I was in the ’70s, it was 

abortion on demand, and certainly the Right has succeeded in limiting that greatly.  They 

have succeeded in preventing the release of RU-486, an abortifacient – a chemical 

abortifacient.  They succeeded under the Bush administration.  Well, certainly there are 

24-hour waiting periods.  There’s parental consent, judicial bypass laws, parental 

consent, which, by the way, some of the pro-choice people have told me increases 

abortion because the parents find out the girl is pregnant and say, you go get rid of that 

baby. 

 

MS. NATIVIDAD:  But Bonnie, let me just say that I think the majority of 

Americans, if one poll serves me right, are supportive of laws that enable women to have 

access to abortion.   

 

MS. ERBE:  It depends how you ask the question and who’s doing the poll. 



 

MS. NATIVIDAD:  Here’s the deal, to the extent – well, they may, but they still 

wanted to – (inaudible). 

 

MS. ERBE:  But my point is there are limits now and 200,000 people were on the 

– wait, wait, wait.  There are many, many people in the pro-life movement who will not 

be satisfied until it’s banned, period. 

 

MS. NATIVIDAD:  Well, but they’re not the majority is what I’m trying to say.  

The majority of Americans is where President Obama is.  And to the extent that the 

majority of Americans want this president to succeed, this is not one of the issues that’s 

going to derail him, but he is supportive.  And, as we have discovered, laws can be 

overturned, laws can be – 

 

MS. CZARNECKI:  I think this is a limited – (inaudible).  All of the people that 

were at the March for Life were not just there because of the abortion issue.  They’re 

against euthanasia.  They don’t want to pull the plug on elderly who are over 75-years-

old and should not have access.  It’s the disabled – you should have said the children 

there.  And the elderly people, the children in wheelchairs, the people with severe 

handicaps were there because they do not want to be discriminated.  It’s not just the 

abortion issue.  So we’re really talking about a broader coalition of individuals.   

 

MS. ERBE:  All right, now I do want to switch.  We have a tiny bit of time left, 

about another very important women’s issue this week, the decision by Governor 

Paterson to appoint Kirsten Gillibrand to the U.S. Senate.  Good idea?  Bad idea?  

Everybody happy?  (Laughter.)   

 

MS. NATIVIDAD:  I’m happy.  It’s another woman.  I’m happy.  She’s young, 

energetic, and very smart.  I’m happy that he made a wise choice at a time when he was 

being pushed to make a different type of decision. 

 

MS. CHAVEZ:  I’m pretty happy as a conservative.  She seems to be a little bit 

more moderate a Democrat.  I’m also happy because she’s not very well known so maybe 

the Republicans have a shot at getting back that seat.   

 

MS. JONES-DEWEEVER:  I think it was a good decision.  The governor made 

his choice and I think we should support it. 

 

MS. CZARNECKI:  Fresh blood.  I love seeing new faces with these different 

issues.  She’s going to be tackling with the economy and everything else.  I think it’s 

wonderful to have a younger perspective. 

 

MS. ERBE:  All right.  From the president to the first lady. 

 

All eyes on Michelle Obama.  As America’s new first lady, Americans look to her 

for everything from fashion trends to balancing work and family.  Calling herself mom-



in-chief, Mrs. Obama has made it clear her biggest concern is her children, but Mrs. 

Obama will also continue to work on behalf of military families and expanding 

volunteerism.  She has also assembled a staff of political veterans to enforce employment 

discrimination laws and set up support systems for working parents.  With the highest 

approval rating for a first lady since 1980, she has the backing of most Americans.  Mrs. 

Obama says she plans to leave most policy issues to her husband and some first-lady 

duties to her staff while she concentrates on creating a more open and accessible White 

House making the Obama White House like the Obama family home. 

 

Avis Jones-DeWeever, how will she change – how has she already changed the 

role of first lady? 

 

MS. JONES-DEWEEVER:  Just by being who she is.  It’s a transformative point 

in our nation’s history.  Culturally, we have never seen African-American women as 

ladies in America.  We’ve seen them as just about everything else.  We’ve seen them as 

work-horses, we’ve seen them as nannies, we’ve seen them as hyper-sexualized beings, 

we’ve seen them as Reagan-era induced mythology of the welfare queen.  But to see an 

African-American woman – a discernibly African-American woman as the first lady of 

the United States is in and of itself a transformative experience. 

 

MS. ERBE:  What about Doctor Dorothy Height whose organization you work 

for?  My personal experience has not been to not see African-American women as ladies. 

 

MS. JONES-DEWEEVER:  I’m sure it’s not your personal experience but 

culturally speaking in terms of popular culture, in terms of the traditions and history of 

this nation, when you think of ladies, typically the image is not that of an African-

American woman. 

 

MS. NATIVIDAD:  I agree.  But it’s not only that she would be different because 

she is a person of color, but also different because she continues that line of professional 

women who become first ladies who have young children.  When Jackie Kennedy was in 

the White House and she had young kids, she didn’t have a career.  This one does.  This 

is a Princeton and Harvard Law School graduate who did very, very well and was an 

executive before she gave it up when her husband decided to run. 

 

MS. ERBE:  All right, but was, was, was.  Right.  Now calling herself mom-in-

chief.  How does that help professional women? 

 

MS. NATIVIDAD:  Well, because I think she will bring – see, this is only the 

first week that they’re in the White House.  I think she will transform the role of the first 

lady in the way that Hillary Clinton began to do so.  And this is not somebody – when she 

said she was going to give, pick the china duties to her staff, that means she’s serious 

about finding a role which Laura Bush found later in the presidency of President Bush 

when she added her voice to supporting the woman president of Burma. 

 



MS. CHAVEZ:  And by way, Laura Bush’s support of the women of Afghanistan.  

She’s still involved in that issue, so she did get, I think, very involved.  I actually don’t 

agree that she’s going to go in the Hillary Clinton mold.  I think she probably is not going 

to go in that direction and I think that’s a good thing.  And by the way – 

 

MS. ERBE:  Let me ask you about that because America’s favorite first ladies are 

the ones who don’t work, don’t have their own careers.  Isn’t that kind of sad in this day 

and age? 

 

MS. CHAVEZ:  But she does have a very important role.  And one of the things 

she said that wants to pay special attention is support for our working – our troops – 

military families. 

 

MS. ERBE:  Military families. 

 

MS. CHAVEZ:  And I think that’s terrific.  By the way, I think the most 

wonderful of all the day’s celebration was the picture of her looking out the window and 

seeing a bunch of people wanting to come into the White House many of whom didn’t 

have tickets.  This was on the first real day in the White House.  And giving word to the 

staff, let those people in and bringing them into the Oval Office and bringing them in.  

These are just ordinary people.  I chose her working class background.  And for me, as 

the child of a house painter and her dad was a working class man, I find that the most 

refreshing thing.  This is sort of real America, hardworking, blue collar family and I think 

that is something different. 

 

MS. NATIVIDAD:  I want to pick up on that because I think she does want to 

support middle class values, the business about buying clothes from Target or J.Crew or 

wherever, mixing it up, if you will, with designer stuff.  I think she really – that is her 

background.  She may have gone to Princeton and Harvard Law School, but she was truly 

middle, middle class. 

 

MS. ERBE:  On scholarship, I think.   

 

MS. NATIVIDAD:  Yes, on scholarship. 

 

MS. JONES-DEWEEVER:  And then she came back home.  She had the 

commitment to come back home and service her community.  And that’s part of who she 

is and that’s why she’s real in that way to the state. 

 

MS. CZARNECKI:  I think she has a lot of style and a lot of substance, but 

honestly, they’re a very good role model for America’s working families and I think 

they’re showing us the modern American family, not the family of 20 years ago.  It is 

true that she’s not going to have a traditional career and by virtue of the fact that she’s not 

going to pick the china and do some of the traditional first lady duties, it’s fine.  I think 

it’s going to be interesting to watch her as she evolves.  She did get into trouble during 



the campaign with some un-American sentiments and it angered a lot of people and I 

think then she decided to not discuss those, take a step back. 

 

MS. ERBE:  Wait a minute.  She decided or the handlers got to her? 

 

MS. CZARNECKI:  Oh, maybe she had a (consistence there ?). 

 

MS. NATIVIDAD:  They were not un-American statements.  They were 

statements taken to be un-American.   

 

MS. CZARNECKI:  It upset a lot of people.   

 

MS. JONES-DEWEEVER:  And statements that were edited incorrectly – a 

specific, very important word that were left out – (inaudible) – over and over again. 

 

MS. NATIVIDAD:  But you’re right.  She will be walking on eggshells as she 

finds her way, as every first lady does in the White House.  But this is not somebody 

that’s going to sit there.   

 

MS. ERBE:  Like Karen – (inaudible). 

 

MS. CZARNECKI:  Well, it’s also interesting that she’s picking military families 

as her special hobby considering some of her earlier statements and I don’t know if that’s 

a clever way of doing it.  I think she’s a very smart woman and I anticipate a lot from her, 

but she will have to be careful because she will have a lot of detractors in the future is she 

decides to pick something that’s too controversial one way or the other.  

 

MS. JONES-DEWEEVER:  Well, I think it’s disrespectful to say it’s a hobby.   

 

MS. NATIVIDAD:  That’s right. 

 

MS. JONES-DEWEEVER:  She took a lot of time during the campaign meeting 

with military families all across this nation.  She understands what they’re going through.  

And beyond that, she also is talking about having a special focus on balancing work and 

family.  That’s been her life.  She understands that and I think she’s going to be the voice 

for a lot of women who have to face that balance to this day.   

 

MS. ERBE:  All right.  Behind the headlines: President Barack Obama’s rise to 

power some say represents a turning point in American politics.  His promise to meet on 

common ground and work beyond partisanship has yet to be fully tested.  But the two co-

authors of How Free People Move Mountains have already put these principles into 

practice from opposing political view points and are calling on the nation to do the same. 

 

(Begin video segment.) 

 



KATHY ROTH-DOUQUET [Author, How Free People Move Mountains]:  As a 

country, we’ve created an American dream that leads us to think about ourselves and 

consume and express and focus on rights and do things which in moderation are fine but 

to the extent we’ve taken them are killing us.  We can only really change that.  We have 

to find this new dream.  We can only be part of Obama’s “yes, we can” if we can work 

together, if we can sustain together. 

 

FRANK SCHAEFFER [Author, How Free People Move Mountains]:  The 

argument may not be wrong in itself, arguments about abortion, arguments about 

religion, and all these other issues that are so important to so many people, but the 

context has become wrong because we’re in a lifeboat now and this lifeboat risks being 

tipped over and sinking.  And then, all the arguments are a moot point.  Then gay rights, 

abortion, all these other issues that so divide us aren’t going to matter because we’re not 

going to have a country left to argue about. 

 

MS. ERBE:  As a Christian conservative, Frank Schaeffer differs a great deal 

from his co-author Kathy Roth-Douquet, an atheist.  Their unlikely friendship came about 

while working on another book, AWOL: The Unexcused Absence of America’s Upper 

Classes from Military Service. 

 

MS. ROTH-DOUQUET:  In the course of writing that book, we really didn’t 

spend a lot of time together.  We really didn’t get to know each other until we hit the road 

to do that book tour.  And at that time, we really realized how very different Frank and I 

were, that we were from two different demographics in America, sort of red-state and 

blue-state demographic.  And yet, because we had so much that we care about in 

common, we had a lot of affection for each other, we were able to come together and that 

led us to write this book together, and take that as a topic. 

 

MR. SCHAEFFER:  And so out of that came a train of thought saying, well, if we 

could get together and write a book on a subject we really care about while we disagree 

about these other things, maybe other people could do this in other walks of life and have 

less of a partisan division in our country. 

 

MS. ERBE:  But making partisan divisions a thing of the past is easier said than 

done, especially with one-party rule in Washington.  Only some 7 percent of registered 

Republicans voted for President Obama in November.  And only some 28 percent say 

they are confident in his ability to be a good president. 

 

MS. ROTH-DOUQUET:  The people who didn’t vote for him can’t hate the 

people who did and the people who did vote for him can’t hate the people that didn’t.  

You can’t be patriotic and say, “I hate this half of the country” anymore than you can say, 

“I love my marriage, but I’m not very crazy about my spouse.”  Patriotism has to 

embrace all of us.  I think the election of Obama was enormously hopeful, but he can’t do 

it alone. 

 



MR. SCHAEFFER:  Yes, and he says that.  So when he says, I can’t do it alone, 

that’s not just rhetoric.  He can’t do it alone. 

 

MS. ROTH-DOUQUET:  He can’t do it alone.  The rest of us have to deal with it, 

too.  We have to recognize each other and expand the vision of our dreams enough so that 

they include each other, too. 

 

MR. SCHAEFFER:  Part of the problem has been with being given a bad set of 

choices.  The idea has been you’re either a conservative or you’re a liberal, or you’re a 

wishy-washy in the middle somewhere.  We’re not wishy-washy in the middle.  I haven’t 

changed Kathy’s mind on much.  She hasn’t changed my mind on much.  We’re not 

calling for sort of some nebulous grey middle ground.  You can hang on to your 

principles.  I can still be a Christian.  She can be a Jew or an atheist or anything she wants 

to be.  But the fact of the matter is it isn’t we put aside these things and say they’re not 

important.  What we do, rather, is say that there are some other things which are more 

pressing.     

 

MS. ERBE:  Such as the economy, global warming, rising healthcare costs, two 

overseas wars, and the public education system, some of the country’s toughest 

challenges today.   

 

MR. SCHAEFFER:  What we’re calling on in the book is not necessarily for 

government program A, B and C, but for a change in attitude, because in a way the book 

is a kind of an evangelistic tool without being for a specific religion.  We’re telling 

people to repent, reconsider what they’re doing, change the way they’re living, and look 

at things differently.  And unless that happens, even good leadership cannot get us out of 

the mess we’re in because we are the people. 

 

(End video segment.) 

 

MS. ERBE:  Linda Chavez, I’ve been in Washington long enough to remember 

Tip O’Neill and Bob Michel when Tip was House speaker and Michel was the House 

minority leader yelling at each other on the floor and then when the vote came and one 

won and one lost, then they slapped each other on the back and went to play golf at the 

congressional country club.  So to that extent it hasn’t been that long since there was 

clearly a more cooperative attitude than there was before the Bush administration ended 

between the parties when it was really nasty.  Isn’t is always more possible to agree 

around financial issues?  Okay.  You want $1 billion for your project.  The Democrat 

over here wants $2 billion.  You split it down the middle and you get a billion and a half 

– than social issues. 

 

MS. CHAVEZ:  Well, first of all, look, the whole Obama notion of bipartisanship, 

I think it’s a good thing.  On Saturday, the D.C. Latino Inaugural Committee honored me 

as an outstanding Latino woman, acknowledging that I was a Republican.  I thought that 

was great, it was wonderful.  I had a terrific experience there.   

 



MS. NATIVIDAD:  See how nice we are?  (Laughter.) 

 

MS. CHAVEZ:  On the other hand, partisanship does reflect important 

differences in approach and when I listened to President Obama in his inaugural address 

say it’s really not about big government or small government; it’s about better 

government, the differences between attitudes about how big government should be is an 

important distinction, so we should be civil to each other. 

 

MS. ERBE:  Well, that was an intra-party – I mean, big government conservatism 

as named after Bush – former president Bush really upset a lot of fiscal conservatives. 

 

MS. CHAVEZ:  That’s right.  But the point is I think what we really are missing 

is civility.  It isn’t that we can’t have distinctions, even ideological distinctions, about 

which direction the country ought to be going.  Those are fine to have, but let’s have our 

arguments be civil.  Let’s not caricature our opponents as evil people or as stupid people, 

and that’s what’s been going on. 

 

MS. ERBE:  But is it possible in the days of the internet, though?  I mean, the 

internet it’s like the Wild West.  Four letter words are nothing and grotesque images of 

people.  Can we get back to civility with that going on?   

 

MS. NATIVIDAD:  Yes, we can, because I think we have a president who can 

inspire.  And this is a time when one of the commentators said earlier that we are in a 

lifeboat situation.  We are.  This is not normal time. 

 

MS. ERBE:  Okay, but we do – 

 

MS. NATIVIDAD:  But it does matter. 

 

MS. ERBE:  But we do – I understand when there’s a financial catastrophe like 

there is now.  Will it last beyond that?   

 

MS. NATIVIDAD:  Yes, because it’s not just a financial catastrophe we’re in.  

We also have wars that can threaten the stability of an entire world.  There is a feeling in 

this country that they want this president to succeed.  It doesn’t matter whether you’re 

Republican, Democrat, Southerner, Northerner – if he succeeds, then he saves our 

country and hopefully the rest of the world.  It’s not normal times.  So talking about 

inspiration is not just power of rhetoric.  He needs to uplift all of us to do what Linda was 

saying, to make us look beyond the labels, to work together whatever the issue may be.   

 

MS. ERBE:  Briefly, Karen.   

 

MS. CZARNECKI:  Actions speak louder than words.  You’re right.  Rhetoric is 

all fine and good, but if he cannot reach across the aisle and form coalitions and build 

partnerships with Republicans, with conservatives, with people that did not support him, 



it will not be successful.  So I’m hopeful that they can find common ground on different 

issues facing this nation.  But it’s up to him to set the tone. 

 

MS. ERBE:  All right.  That’s it for this edition of To the Contrary.  Next week, 

for Black History Month, an interview with Congresswoman Marcia Fudge.  Please join 

us on the web for “To the Contrary Extra.”  And whether your views are in agreement or 

to the contrary, please join us next time.   

 

(END) 


