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MS. ERBE:  This week on To the Contrary, up first, does bipartisanship trump 

women’s health?  Then, two women’s health myths debunked.  Behind the headlines: in 

honor of Black History Month, black women in politics.   

 

(Musical break.)   

 

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

discussion of news and social trends from diverse perspectives.  Up first, President 

Obama receives both yays and nays from women’s groups.   

 

(Begin video segment.)   

 

This week, President Obama signed his first bill into law, the Lilly Ledbetter Fair 

Paycheck Act.  It reverses a Supreme Court ruling of 2007 and makes it easier for 

workers to sue for wage discrimination based on gender, race, national origin, or religion.  

While women’s groups applauded this as a victory for women workers, they questioned 

whether the president threw women’s health care over the side to try to achieve partisan 

harmony.   

 

This week, he killed a part of the U.S. House’s economic stimulus package 

designed to provide access to birth control for more than two million low-income women.  

The plan was to give states more flexibility to expand birth control and family planning 

services, cancer screenings, and other preventive health care, but not abortions.  

Republicans called it wasteful spending, but Democrats argued the proposal would create 

jobs in the health care sector.  Pro-contraception groups, such as Planned Parenthood, 

which endorsed Mr. Obama’s candidacy, say women’s health care has fallen victim to 

partisan politics.    

 

MS. JUDY WAXMAN:  We were very disappointed that the family planning 

option was taken out of the stimulus package, although we are assured that the 

administration supports the proposal and will help see it happen at a future date, and we 

hope very soon.  We think the vision is crucial because it does help low-income women 

stay economically stable.  It helps states and the federal government save money, and it 

therefore is a win-win provision and we hope it becomes law very soon.   

 

(End video segment.)   

 

MS. ERBE:  So Congresswoman Norton, did President Obama throw women’s 

health over the side in the name of trying to placate the Republicans?   

 

DEL. NORTON:  Republicans demagogued it off of the stimulus bill – one less 

talking point for them, but it will be back any day now.   



 

MS. CZARNECKI:  I think he did, but for different reasons than you were saying.  

I think it shows the challenges of governing.  You can’t be everything to everybody all 

the time.   

 

MS. BEYER:  I think Eleanor’s right.  This just fell victim to the sausage making 

that is the legislative process.   

 

MS. SMITH:  No, contraception has nothing to do with stimulating the economy.  

The American people – these are American people’s taxpayers’ money and they don’t 

want their money, in such a critical time, going towards something that has nothing to do 

with putting money back in their pockets.  This is – we need to appropriate this money 

where it needs to go, not towards people’s personal choices of what they want to do in 

their own personal lives.   

 

MS. ERBE:  But let me ask you this.  Why did – and Princella, welcome to the 

panel.   

 

MS. SMITH:  Thank you.   

 

MS. ERBE:  Why did the Republicans – this would have created a lot of 

healthcare jobs, which is part of what the President Obama’s stimulus package is all 

about.  Why pick out birth control?  We’re not talking abortion here, just birth control.  

Why did the Republicans go to the mat on this issue?   

 

MS. SMITH:  Well, you would say it would stimulate a lot of jobs, but in the 

same token giving people tax credits will generate a lot of jobs and a lot of money back in 

people’s pockets.  I saw one study where if you split this all up, you could have given all 

the people that lost their jobs $200,000.  So you could play with figures and numbers and 

facts all day.  The truth to the matter is this money – we have an energy crisis in this 

country.  We have an education crisis in this country.  We need drastic reforms to our 

infrastructure, things that are going to affect all Americans and that’s where that money 

should go.  Our taxpayer money should go towards improving the lives of American 

people as a whole, not for people’s personal decisions.   

 

DEL. NORTON:  Of course that’s what this will do, but politically bad choice for 

the Republicans.  I don’t think most Republicans want to be known as the anti-

contraception party.  They are known as the anti-abortion party.  Now, when you get up 

there and say you don’t even want money to go for contraception, you’re way out there.  I 

don’t think it makes sense politically. 

 

MS. ERBE:  Well, and what about politically from President Obama’s 

perspective.  Why was that the first thing he was prepared to cave on?   

 

DEL. NORTON:  Well, it wasn’t the first thing.  I can name you the mall, which 

gets under my skin.  We’ll get back with that, too.  I think this was a flash point and a 



talking point and here was Obama, trying to be as bipartisan as he possibly could be.  

What did they do?  They gave him a zip.  And let me tell you why.  Before the new 

president even came to their caucus, they had decided that they wanted to know and that 

every single Republican should know.  He’s trying and if he’s failing, it’s because they 

want him to fail.   

 

MS. BEYER:  And that is exactly what Rush Limbaugh had said.  We want him 

to fail.  And it really looked like, when you saw John Boehner on television on weekend, 

he was so upset about this family planning money and then, in good faith, the president 

said, okay, well, we can take care of that later in another bill, maybe where it’s more 

appropriate.  We will take it out.  He played ball, did the bipartisan thing, and Eleanor’s 

right, got nothing for it.   

 

MS. CZARNECKI:  You have several Democrat senators who thought it was 

inappropriate in a stimulus bill.  The whole goal of the stimulus bill is to have temporary 

and targeted relief to jumpstart the economy in the next 18 months.  You cannot throw 

your entire – what I would say left-wing Democrat agenda in with the stimulus bill.  It’s 

not the time and the place.  You can have separate votes of these issues and there’re a lot 

of leaders in the Senate that say, you can do that.  It is – the whole thing looks like a 

Christmas tree – 

 

(Cross talk.)   

 

MS. BEYER:  I could have a good argument and I think Obama clearly thought 

this good argument.  He took it out.  Then tell me why they didn’t – they didn’t vote for 

the stimulus bill.   

 

DEL. NORTON:  Still got a zero.   

 

MS. BEYER:  They still got zero.  So I’ll give you that and clearly the president 

gave you that.  He took it out of the bill and yet they still didn’t vote for it.   

 

MS. CZARNECKI:  You’ve got to take out 50 percent more of what’s in the bill 

because it doesn’t belong to a stimulus.  President Obama was concerned to delay the 

passage of the bill.  You’re right.  It didn’t pass, but at the same time other things need to 

come out.  There’re a lot of upset people.  They’re calling talk radio.  They’re calling 

their congressional offices.  They – help the economy and create jobs.  That’s the only 

goal for a stimulus.  It’s not all this other stuff that’s in there.   

 

MS. ERBE:  But I wonder if it points to – before we get to the Lilly Ledbetter 

law, I wonder if it points to – during his campaign President, then Senator, Barack 

Obama talked about bipartisanship, bipartisanship, bipartisanship.  What does that mean 

because he – nobody is going to bring the two sides together.  In order to have 

bipartisanship, you have to have a unipartisan population and you don’t.  Americans have 

very different opinions about everything.  There were some people who thought it really 



came off as a lie to try to pretend that he was going to come to Washington and make 

Republicans and Democrats agree on everything.   

 

MS. BEYER:  Well, he isn’t going to make them agree on everything and he 

knows that, but there are ways you can work on the margins, and believe me, this town – 

 

(Cross talk.)   

 

MS. BEYER:  – they’ve got a Super Bowl game on Sunday.  They’re all going to 

sit around and watch the game.  I think it’s going to take a little bit more than one week.  

He’s going to be making relationships.  He’s had many more social interactions with the 

right when he was in Illinois.  He’s proven that he can get these personal relationships to 

pay off politically.   

 

MS. CZARNECKI:  He has a very liberal voting record from his Senate days.  

He’s got to reach really far across the aisle to build those coalitions.  He probably can do 

it on many, many issues, but it’s going to be where he wants to move to the center.  As a 

president, you’re president of people who voted for you and didn’t vote for you and you 

can’t always go to the one side or the other.  I think the most successful presidents had 

come together on major issues where people can agree and – he’s got to come a little bit 

farther.  I think he’s got to go more to the center – 

 

DEL. NORTON:  Republicans want a tax cut bill.  He had to tell them –   

 

MS. CZARNECKI:  Of course they do.   

 

DEL. NORTON:  He had to tell them when they came to the White House.  This 

is very uncharacteristic of Obama.  He had to tell them, look, I won.  In other words, the 

people have asked for a different approach.  The Republicans don’t accept that.  Let me 

tell you.  He’s going to get a lot of credit just because of the gesture.  Let them keep 

being the party of no and see where that gets them.  I am going to tell you right now: you 

want to know why the Republicans were 40 years in the minority, beginning with the 

New Deal.  You’re seeing another 40 years being made as I speak.   

 

MS. SMITH:  Well, sure he won, but that wasn’t a national mandate for a socialist 

liberal agenda that just means spend money, spend money, spend money.  We can spend 

it wherever we want.  I think the fact that he did make that one-step gesture towards the 

Republicans lets America know that on some things you’re going to have to compromise.  

You’re going to have to bring more people together.  And he won’t – Republicans are 

saying, it just won’t be that one issue, okay?  It’s going to have to be several issues that 

we look at.  Good start, but we need more tax credits.  We need more tax cuts.  That’s 

how you create businesses.  That’s how you create jobs.   

 

MS. ERBE:  If he had tapped more tax cuts and tax credits in the bill, would there 

have been a fight over women’s health?   

 



MS. SMITH:  Look, I think that people don’t understand.  Republicans want to 

vote for a stimulus.  I don’t think that’s an argument.  We need a stimulus bill.  We just 

don’t need more wasteful spending.   

 

MS. ERBE:  Okay, now, last question.  Lilly Ledbetter, the fact that it was first 

bill signed of his administration, does that mean there were some give, there were some 

take on his part on women’s issues, even though the Ledbetter law doesn’t just apply to 

women.  It applies to men.  It applies to disabled people.  It applies to gay people.  You 

name it – anybody who has a pay discrimination claim.   

 

MS. CZARNECKI:  I think he did – I disagree with the Ledbetter bill.  I think it’s 

bad policy after reading a lot of the amicus briefs for the Supreme Court and all of that.  I 

think it’s going to create a huge amount of litigation in this country and I think it’s going 

to be a problem.  Right now, the EEOC only requires companies to hold employer files 

complete for one year.  This let’s you hold – you have to hold the files indefinitely, not 

knowing if there’s ever going to be a case for somebody who may have cycled in and out 

of your business 20 or 30 years ago.  I think it’s going to create a huge amount of 

litigation.  And as much as he’s trying to throw a bone at the women’s groups, I think it’s 

bad policy.   

 

DEL. NORTON:  Well, I won’t take you on on that because it’s getting into the 

wheeze, but I have to tell you.  The first signing makes a lot of difference and because 

women saw that there is some attempt to reach out and he won’t do everything they say 

on the timetable they want, making it the first bill restored confidence in women that he 

is going to do the right thing.   

 

MS. ERBE:  All right.  From bills passed to myths debunked.   

 

Two women’s health urban myths have recently been debunked, including one 

about teen pregnancy.  The number of teen pregnancies may be on the rise, but that 

doesn’t necessarily mean risky sexual behavior is the norm for today’s teens.  In fact, the 

exact opposite is true.  In 2007, fewer than half of all high school students reported 

having sex, a significant drop from the number of students having sex in 1991.  And teens 

are actually waiting longer to have sex than they did in the past.   

 

Researchers attribute the spike in the pregnancy rate to fewer teens using 

contraception.  Public perception is likely what’s driving the risky teen sex myth and the 

crack baby myth.  During the crack cocaine epidemics of the ’80s and ’90s, there was 

fear prenatal exposure to the drug would result in a generation of emotionally and 

mentally deficient children.  Doctors now say the effect of cocaine on a fetus is much less 

severe than that of alcohol.   

 

Researchers say the crack baby myth may have been rooted in racism and 

classism since crack plagued mostly inner-city black neighborhoods.   

 

Karen, is it true that the crack baby myth was driven by racism and sexism?   



 

MS. CZARNECKI:  I think possibly in TV shows with network news, but if you 

do look at the government and the population statistics, most problems with crack 

cocaine was in inner cities and that’s a black and white problem.  It’s not just relegated to 

one race.   

 

DEL. NORTON:  And unfortunately what it got us were some sentencing 

guidelines that have put people in veil for being nonviolent drug peddlers.  It’s one of the 

most tragic results of past actions of that kind of the crack cocaine – I hope nobody – I 

hope everybody understands.  You don’t have to falsify the science in order to make 

parents and kids understand that crack and that early sex is really terrible for you.  I don’t 

see why that is necessary.   

 

So I think it’s much more important for us to think through how do you really 

stop something that the society almost says is okay to do, such as early sex?  You’re not 

going to do it by saying, more of you are having sex than we know to be the truth.  If that 

figure was 49 percent, I think that’s a horrible thing.  I would really be distracted if 10 

percent of teens were having early sex.   

 

MS. BEYER:  You know why I think it’s good that this information has come out 

about the crack babies is that it sort of gave everybody permission to sort of write off a 

generation of kids who need help the most.  I had a friend who recognized that the kids in 

her children’s kindergarten class from the projects had all flunked kindergarten.  And she 

went into the school and said, what are you telling me?  And their teachers said they’re 

crack babies.  And that was their way of just writing it off, not taking any responsibility 

for it.  She started a program in the project.  She took a unit and she would take kids from 

two on.  She taught them how to sit in the circle, all the things that these middle class 

kids had, which were preschool programs that basically taught them behavioral norms.  

And do you know, after that none of those kids from those projects flunked kindergarten 

and most of them graduated.  And she has relationships with – now it’s a national model 

program.   

 

MS. ERBE:  But let me ask you this.  The fact that the government, in its never-

ending war on drugs, went after crack cocaine abusing mothers, not that people should be 

using any drugs when they’re pregnant and obviously only women get pregnant, but how 

about going after or running more ads or trying to dissuade women from smoking and 

consuming alcohol when they’re pregnant?   

 

MS. SMITH:  I agree.  I think I’m going to agree with Delegate Norton here.  I 

just think it’s – this is a question of culture.  What have we moved toward in this 

country?  This is a much broader issue, I think, in some statistics that are put out by the 

government.  I think you have to look at the entertainment industry.  I think you have to 

look at – particularly with minority groups, African-American groups, you have to look 

at the disparities of the numbers of fathers in the homes and if you look at that and you 

put those figures next to figures of kids who end up dropping out of school, and then – of 



course then you drop out of school, you need something to do.  You peddle drugs.  You 

peddle money.  It’s an endless cycle.   

 

And so hopefully I will say this.  Hopefully with the first African-American 

president, we have an example to put up there to young children who may live in a 

poverty shaken area, who may not see enough people as role models.  They’ll be able to 

now turn on the television, radio, magazine, whatever, and say, oh, here’s somebody that 

made it and I can make it too.  So maybe they won’t turn towards crack and drugs and 

everything else.  And so it’s a culture issue – 

 

MS. ERBE:  But let me ask you – I want to turn to the other study for now.  

Fewer teens having sex than we thought, but also fewer of them using condoms, using 

birth control, why?   

 

DEL. NORTON:  I think they’re afraid of HIV/AIDS.  I really do.  I think if you 

look at these figures, you say why in the face of sex – (inaudible) – the media, 

particularly the media they look at being more rampant than ever.  I think that a part of 

this may have to do with the knowledge that HIV has been spreading throughout the 

society and you could easily get it.  I hate to think that you have to scare people.   

 

MS. ERBE:  But that’s another reason why fewer of them would be using 

protection.   

 

MS. BEYER:  Not on protection, but I have this theory that because of what 

society has done, because you’ve got Abercrombie & Fitch and you see these half naked 

models and gossip girls running – teenagers having sex, I think parents have become 

more vigilant and every mother I know is talking, talking, talking with their teenage girls 

and sons and really trying to get the message across because we have become so afraid by 

what they are being fed in the marketplace that it’s kind of urged us to be more proactive.   

 

MS. ERBE:  But when teenagers do have hormones and whether you believe they 

got them from God or nature, hormones do make people want to have sex.  So it’s pretty 

natural.  Certainly in native cultures, teenagers – they get married much earlier and they 

have sex much earlier.  How much can society and parents do to stop that?   

 

MS. BEYER:  It’s part of sex education is to let them know about contraception 

and the threat of diseases and – 

 

MS. CZARNECKI:  But that’s also influence of your parents and your friends.  

My concern as a parent is the fact that they’re bombarded with this stuff.  Twenty years 

ago it wasn’t as bad, but right now, whether it’s the TV, whether it’s the ads, whether it’s 

the internet, whether it’s the things popping up on their mobile phone, device, all this 

technology, it’s made it so much easier to bypass parents and families and the people who 

can give them some proper advice on this and it’s a – they can’t sort through a lot of this 

information themselves.  And peer to peer for getting this information, you’re not going 

to know if it’s good information or bad information.  I will say a thing.  Teens today 



know much more about STDs, but – and some of those statistics about the incidence 

going down, I don’t know if I believe all that because I don’t think all kids are going to 

tell the truth.  One way or the other, what’s happening, it’s – 

 

MS. BEYER:  Just a guess.   

 

MS. CZARNECKI:  I don’t know.  (Laughter.)   

 

MS. ERBE:  All right.  Behind the headlines.  Black women’s political 

representation.  This weekend marks the start of Black History Month, so I sat down with 

Congresswoman Marcia Fudge, the only new female of color in the U.S. House of 

Representatives.  The freshman representative and former mayor is no stranger to 

Washington politics.  She served as chief of staff for the late Stephanie Tubbs Jones and 

now represents that same district in Congress.  I asked her about the dichotomy between 

the nation electing its first black male president, but so few new women of color 

members of Congress.   

 

(Begin video segment.)   

 

REP. MARCIA FUDGE (D-OH):  I was so shocked when I came to new 

members’ orientation to realize that I was the only person of color elected last year.  It’s 

amazing.  I don’t know why it happened, but it’s certainly something that we need to 

address.   

 

MS. ERBE:  Well, what do you – is it systemic?  Are not enough women of color 

running for office or – 

 

REP. FUDGE:  I think not enough women period.  When you look at our class 

here, I think 55 members in our class – I believe 10 or 12 are women.  So when you look 

at the size of a class like that, I think you’re saying women maybe are not running in the 

number we should across the broad.  And certainly I think African-American women and 

men for that matter.   

 

I believe quite of it really is a result of the money.  When you start to try to raise 

millions of dollars – fortunately I did not have to do that, but there are people in my class 

that had races that cost them $5 million – it really prohibits a number of people from 

getting into these kinds of activities.  So I think that that’s some of it.  I think as well you 

have to find a path that is going to get you here.  And most of us don’t ever really get in 

that track to get here.  So there – I think there’re a number of reasons why, but certainly 

those are two that I think are very significant.   

 

MS. ERBE:  In terms of the money, are there lessons from the Obama campaign, 

which will be studied for decades to come as a brilliant campaign to take somebody from 

two years in the Senate to the White House and particularly to so completely reverse 

party fortunes in terms of fundraising, particularly using the internet?  So can you 

replicate that on a local level?   



 

REP. FUDGE:  I really don’t think so.  Not that the president did not run a 

masterful campaign.  Indeed he did.  He raised more money than anyone thought he 

could raise.  But I think once you get beyond that level, it’s a lot more difficult.  I think 

he just was at a place and time that created the kind of imaging that could raise those 

kinds of dollars.  People don’t look at their congresspeople the same way.  They don’t 

look at their mayors the same way.  So I think that it’s a lot more difficult to do it on a 

level beneath the president’s level.   

 

MS. ERBE:  So you say for women and for persons of color running for Congress 

and other non-local office, money is the issue?   

 

REP. FUDGE:  Many times.  Many times.   

 

MS. ERBE:  And how do we get around that?   

 

REP. FUDGE:  Well, you look at a congressional district, 600,000 people.  If you 

just want to mail something to them, it costs you 50 grand.  So you have to raise it all.  

You can’t walk a 600,000-person district.  Now, television, the internet, and even with all 

of the things that people do with the Facebooks and the other things, it costs significant 

dollars to have people put up websites for you, to run them, to maintain them, to get out 

timely information.  It’s a very, very expensive proposition.  And again, I think that that 

is one factor in why it’s difficult for minorities in general to be elected.   

 

(End video segment.)   

 

MS. ERBE:  So I’ve been hearing the same thing, Princella, for years, for decades 

about women – why more women, whether of color or not, can’t get elected to office.  Is 

it more true for women of color and if so what’s the answer?   

 

MS. SMITH:  I think it’s true for women, period.  If you look at the statistics, if 

you look at how many women we have in elective office, it is astoundingly low compared 

to the percentage of women in this country.  Now, she made a very good point speaking 

about money.  Let’s back up a second.  When people – if you worked on campaigns 

before, you know, in order to get people to give money and invest, they have to think 

you’re going to win.  They have to know you.  They have to feel a connection.   

 

This is my problem about women in politics, and it’s in both parties.  People say, 

we want more women.  We want more people of color.  But you don’t put them in the 

positions to do it.  You have to put these people – put them at county chair positions.  Put 

them at state chair positions.  Then run them on city council.  Then run them as mayor.  

And then what you’ve done is you’ve increased their name recognition.  You’ve given 

them a chance to prove themselves and then run them.  We have a lot of women who – 

they’ll prove – they’ll say, okay, we need a woman to run, okay?  So they’ll pull them out 

of the private sector somewhere and say, look at what she’s done.  Well, in politics, you 



know it.  It’s a game.  They have to know who you are.  So put them in the positions to 

place them as – 

 

(Cross talk.)   

 

DEL. NORTON:  – certain would help because, as with everything else, public 

life is a career ladder.  But I must say this, particularly as you have interviewed my very 

impressive new colleague, that we ought to look at the African-American community and 

say, how come the African-American community seems more likely to lack women than 

the larger American community?  About a third of the Congressional Black Caucus is 

women.  Now, I won’t be satisfied until it’s real parity.  And I’m not sure why, except 

that there is – 

 

MS. ERBE:  Wait, wait – you’re saying black women are more likely than white 

women or other groups to vote for women – to vote for women.  Is that true?   

 

DEL. NORTON:  Yes, I’m saying that if you look at the overall population of 

blacks, that apparently the community is more willing to vote for women than the larger 

American community is to vote for women.  And I’m not sure why.  We ought to look at 

why.   

 

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

random drug tests for teens.  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)   


