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MS. ERBE:  This week on To the Contrary, up first, Afghan women stage a 

daring protest against legalized marital rape.  Then, most women and men can’t 

comprehend the psychology behind female murderers.  We try to help understand them.  

And behind the headlines: Congresswoman Loretta Sanchez discusses the Violence 

against Women Act and ending domestic violence. 

 

(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, Afghan women march for 

their rights. 

 

Some 300 Afghan women risked their lives this week marching two miles through 

the streets of Kabul to protest an astounding law that legalizes marital rate.  Approved by 

the Afghan Parliament and signed by President Hamid Karzai, the law also imposes other 

Taliban-like restrictions such as permitting a man to control when his wife can leave 

home.  The law governs only the country’s Shiite minority.   

 

The atypical sight of female protestors was no doubt alarming to many Afghanis 

who counter-protested, threw stones, and yelled at the demonstrators.  President Karzai is 

still reviewing the law which has not yet been enforced.  A world of outrage broke out 

when it was made public two weeks ago, and its critics include President Obama and 

Secretary of State Hillary Clinton.  Many activists are now threatening to withhold 

humanitarian aid from the impoverished country. 

 

So Congresswoman Norton, from a Western perspective, what would make 

women in that country protest in favor of such a law, in favoring a law that allows their 

husbands to rape them? 

 

DEL. NORTON (D-DC):  Bonnie, I want to say coercive husbands, but the 

answer more likely is centuries of oppressive conditioning. 

 

MS. WOOD:  Well, I mean, there may be obviously some women there who they 

believe this is part of their religious faith and tradition and support it.  But frankly, I think 

many are probably very fearful to suggest that they’re for the protests that are going on. 

 

MS. SOSA:  Cultures evolve and people are in different places in terms of how 

they see themselves in this world.  And what we’re seeing is, you know, a particular 

culture in which there’s a long way to go involved in terms of human equality.    

 

MS. CHAVEZ:  Well, I think fear probably plays a role for some of the women, 

but I think there is adherence to a dogma that frankly does not respect human rights. 

 



MS. ERBE:  And what should our role be in return?  This is one of those 

situations where a lot of times U.S. policy would be not to interfere because it is a 

cultural thing, but then Secretary of State Clinton in her confirmation hearing said this 

type of thing is not culture.  It’s criminal. 

 

MS. CHAVEZ:  And I agree with that.  And frankly, we are sending young 

American men and women there to liberate that country, to keep it free, to provide 

stability, and I think that you do have to respect human rights.  Human rights to me are – 

and this isn’t about women’s rights.  It’s about human rights.  And I think human rights 

are important and should be an important part of our policy. 

 

DEL. NORTON:  I know.  You are absolutely right because here you can’t ask 

the American people to send billions of dollars to a regime which is essentially our 

regime.  We put that government together.  I understand what has happened here, and this 

is not easy.  This is not a case of black or white oppression.  They essentially lost what 

the, quote, “war” with the Taliban.   

 

MS. ERBE:  They did, or we did?  Because we’ve lost it too. 

 

DEL. NORTON:  They were on the ground fighting their own folks and they lost, 

they captured this part of the country and they knew they couldn’t retake it, and then the 

head of state has to think what to do and he’s already pulling back saying, wait a minute.  

It’s not been in the federal (registry ?) yet.  He sees that the American people are just not 

going to put up with this.   

 

MS. WOOD:  It’s not only the American people.  You’re seeing outrage from all 

over the world some of the very reasons that Linda mentioned, which is people have 

troops there.  We send people in there to free that country, to expand the rights for 

women which is just – and children, frankly, for that matter.  And if you look at the 

polling of the women who were there, 75 percent of them saying life has been better 

since the Taliban has not been in control.  It hasn’t been perfect, but it’s certainly been 

better and change is going to be hard.  But I don’t think the international community and 

certainly the United States can just step away and say we don’t have an interest in this.  

We absolutely do. 

 

MS. SOSA:  We do.  And we do.  And part of the challenge here is the fragility of 

the government.  It’s a very fragile government.  They don’t actually control the entire 

country.   

 

MS. ERBE:  It’s sort of a puppet.  In a sense, it is a puppet government. 

 

MS. SOSA:  It is a puppet.  And really, what’s going on there, elections coming 

up.  This law doesn’t apply to 100 percent, not all of the women, only the Shiites which 

are 20 percent of the population.  And basically, Karzai was trying to build a coalition 

and he compromised.  The thing is the world cannot allow that kind of compromise.  I 



actually think that equals to apartheid.  And at some point, women have to say, enough is 

enough. 

 

MS. ERBE:  Wait a second.  First, on the conservative side here, I’m a little 

surprised quite frankly because a lot of conservatives feel, do they not, that the place of 

the U.S. is not to interfere with somebody’s religious beliefs? 

 

MS. CHAVEZ:  Well, listen – all religions are not created equal.  I’m sorry.  And 

if you subject one half of your population, the female population, to a different set of 

rules, I don’t think that we need to stand for that. 

 

MS. ERBE:  But do most conservatives agree with you on this? 

 

MS. CHAVEZ:  Oh, I think a lot of conservatives do.  Laura Bush’s whole 

program when she was first lady was to promote better treatment of women in 

Afghanistan.  She spent a lot of time and effort on that.  But I think there’s a bigger issue 

here and that is that as a democracy, we tend to think of democracy as having to do only 

with elections.  Well sometimes elections, if you don’t have the rule of law, if you don’t 

have the respect for minorities, if you don’t have some of the constitutional protections 

that we have in the United States, democracy – just going into the voting booth is not 

enough.  It requires more.  Real democracy requires more than simply elections. 

 

MS. ERBE:  All right.  Interesting enough that you bring – I also think it requires 

education.  You cannot impose democracy on an uneducated populace and that’s what 

we’re trying to do, in a sense, in Afghanistan.  But interestingly enough, what was the 

Taliban doing to girls’ schools?  Bombing them, right?  Okay.  So trying to keep the 

women uneducated.  And I heard last week when Karzai first flipped back on the law to 

not enforce it yet, say that – she was asked by a radio network how do you feel about this 

legislation?  And she said, well, I’m really glad that the president has pushed back on 

enforcement but I have to tell you, where I come from, the women are very uneducated 

and they support this law.  So really, education of women becomes a matter of important 

public policy, does it not?  

 

DEL. NORTON:  Girls in school matters.  By taking them out of school, it only 

takes us back to where we were when – remember why we’re there.  This is not an 

ordinary situation like you ask perhaps conservatives don’t believe in interfering in the 

internal affairs.  This is just a puppet government.  And this is a place we invaded 

because they invaded us.  Now, if you let this place be taken over bit by bit by the 

Taliban, then we’re back to where we were at 9/11.  We’ve got a huge interest in this 

finding the right way to intervene so that we don’t topple – 

 

(Cross talk.) 

 

MS. SOSA:  The interesting thing is Obama policy – it’s interesting.  He changed 

the Bush policy.  The Obama policy is we’re really about controlling the Taliban in 

Afghanistan.  You know, the Bush policy was building democracy, some of the points 



that Linda is making.  And this is a real challenge for the Obama people because they 

were going to narrow their strategy in Afghanistan and they thought – you know, this is a 

challenging one because the world is extremely critical of these issues. 

 

MS. ERBE:  Last word, Genevieve. 

 

MS. WOOD:  I just want to say the reason it’s so critical, I mean, the community 

that created the terrorists, in many cases, have invaded the U.S. and other places are these 

communities that have so been against any form of human rights and women and children 

are often those that are most hurt by it. 

 

MS. ERBE:  From women protestors to women killers. 

 

(Begin video segment.) 

 

MS. ERBE:  The arrest and arraignment of 28-year-old Melissa Huckaby for the 

murder and possible sexual molestation of eight-year-old Sandra Cantu surprised police 

investigators who said they were sure a male suspect committed the crime.  Police say the 

single mother and Sunday school teacher allegedly killed her daughter’s playmate and 

dumped the suitcase with her body in a California irrigation pond.  Such a violent crime 

is prompting the question: why do some women kill?  Statistics show about one in 10 

homicides are committed by women and the victims are more likely to be someone close 

to them, like their children, boyfriends or spouses.  While criminologists say there is no 

single profile for female killers, they have distinct differences from their male 

counterparts.  Women are less likely to plan in advance, less likely to use extreme 

violence, and the crime is more likely to be in self-defense.  It is also more likely to 

reflect mental illness.   

 

CHARIS KUBRIN [Associate Professor of Sociology, the George Washington 

University]:  Even at a very young age, girls are socialized differently than boys.  Boys 

are more likely to be encouraged to be risk-takers and interact with a weapon such as 

guns relative to girls.  Also, there’s notions in our culture about masculinity and 

femininity.  And violence is seen as a traditionally masculine trait which is also, I think – 

plays some role in the levels of violence by gender.  So I think there are some cultural 

factors along with biological, psychological – to the traditionally named factors that 

account for differences by gender in who commits homicide and why. 

 

(End video segment.) 

 

MS. ERBE:  Patricia Sosa, we don’t usually do stories like this – I mean shock 

value and all that sort of thing, but this one was intriguing, I think, because so few 

women can understand what could have been motivating this woman.  And we’re taking 

a leap here.  It hasn’t been tried yet, but assuming, as police are saying they’re virtually 

sure of, that she is, assuming that it goes that way, what was going through her mind at 

the time to torture this child like this and then kill her? 

 



MS. SOSA:  Well, it’s hard to tell, of course.  There’s a lot that we need to find 

out about what happened there.  She had a previous criminal record – I believe it was a 

theft – bouts of depression, but nobody’s talked about psychotic attack which seems like 

this is a typical – 

 

MS. ERBE:  A psychotic break. 

 

MS. SOSA:  Exactly – of mental illness.   But you know, it is (hard ?) but at the 

same time it’s important because we need to be aware of the profile of this type of 

individual – you know, to prevent some of it, again, usually family members and 

nonviolent death.  Poisoning is actually – women only kill 10 percent – commit 10 

percent of the murders; over 30 percent of poisonings are done by women.  And the 

whole issue of self-defense but mental illness I think it’s very, very serious. 

 

MS. ERBE:  Was there enough signs there that if you had been a member of her 

family, arrested for theft and bouts of depression, that you would turn in – try to tell 

authorities that she had the potential to be a murderer? 

 

MS. WOOD:  Well, without knowing every specific and being a family member, 

you can just kind of be around someone and get a sense.  Oftentimes, people are shocked.  

Sometimes there are telltale signs, but there are other times, they’re not there.  And I 

don’t think family members should feel guilty about the fact they didn’t.  But the fact is – 

we’re shocked by this because, you know, it’s such abhorrent, heinous behavior.  But the 

fact is everybody is capable of doing very bad things and at times, something goes off in 

somebody’s head – I don’t know what happened here – and people go for it. 

 

DEL. NORTON:  We have to really tread lightly here because there is no profile 

among women for this.  I talked about conditioning before, the conditioning of women, 

the Afghan women to accept this kind of oppression.  Well, one good thought of our 

conditioning is the nonviolent side of women’s conditioning so that when we see 

something like that that is wholly out of synch with anything we’ve ever heard about 

women, this is something we need to look – to think very carefully.  You’re going to hear 

people straight up say, she killed a child, it looks like she sexually molested a child, this 

is a terrible woman, hang her.  I remember that they said precisely that when this woman 

turned out to have psychotic depression, killed her three children, as if somehow any bad 

woman would do that.  So I want to know much more about this woman.  I can’t believe 

that the thefts were a telltale sign. 

 

MS. CHAVEZ:  And by the way, what is most unusual about this is the sexual 

abuse aspect. 

 

MS. ERBE:  Right.  Exactly.  And the way she allegedly killed her. 

 

MS. CHAVEZ:  Well, but the sexual abuse angle, if you were a psychologist, you 

would probably look to see whether or not this woman had a history of sexual abuse.  

When you find pedophiles are often people who have, in fact, been abused themselves.  



So there may be some psychological explanations.  You know, much has been made of 

her having been a Sunday school teacher.  It’s conceivable that this is a woman who has 

struggled for years trying to control such impulses and used religion in order to try to get 

control of those.  This is clearly a woman who has done some very evil things, but who 

also may be psychotic.   

 

DEL. NORTON:  Well, her age, 28?  That’s what really shocked me. 

 

MS. ERBE:  Why? 

 

DEL. NORTON:  It’s a young woman.  Is she exposed to things – 

 

MS. ERBE:  But young people are more – they make up a much greater 

percentage of the criminal population. 

 

DEL. NORTON:  Yes.  Exactly.  This is what I was about to say.  Is she exposed 

to a kind of violence that would recondition the impulse of women to be nonviolent and 

she’s absorbed them?  We need to learn a lot from what’s happened here. 

 

MS. SOSA:  But the other striking thing of the story, it seems to be this was a 

pretty fulsome community, if I understand correctly.  This is like coming from nowhere.  

Kids used to play with each other.  That’s the scary part as a parent.  I have a nine-year-

old daughter.  It’s very painful because you never know where it’s going to come from. 

 

MS. ERBE:  Right.  Exactly.  Again, I think we can all understand women killing 

somebody who attacks them first to save their lives or killing – 

 

MS. WOOD (?):  Protect their child. 

 

MS. ERBE:  – an abusive, or the typical poisoning of an abusive husband over 

years.  I’m trying to understand.  You were getting close, but what causes that psychotic 

break and what makes her turn from just crying herself to sleep in bed to murdering 

somebody. 

 

MS. CHAVEZ:  I think you will find something very bizarre in her background.  

Who knows?  I mean, you talk about things she was exposed to.  We have a whole 

industry now and on the Internet of really sick, sick pornography, where pedophilia and 

snuff films are available.  Our culture is, I think, corrupting people.  And who knows?  

We may find out that there’s more to this.  There are a few women – there’s the case of 

the Florida woman who killed a bunch – she was a prostitute – she killed a bunch of the 

men. 

 

MS. ERBE:  She was put to death. 

 

MS. CHAVEZ:  She was executed.  She was executed.  So this happens very, 

very rarely, but it does occasionally happen. 



 

MS. ERBE:  All right.  Behind the headlines: the Violence against Women Act, or 

VAWA, funnels federal dollars to local programs that prevent violence, prosecute 

offenders, and treat victims.  It’s up for renewal next year, but some lawmakers worry 

VAWA’s federal funding will not be extended due to the recession.  I spoke with 

Congresswoman Loretta Sanchez, a leading congressional crusader against domestic 

violence, about the act. 

 

(Begin video segment.)   

 

REP. LORETTA SANCHEZ (D-CA):  It allows monies and programs to help 

with issues of violence against women.  We see, for example, programs that help 

transitional homes, women who are in violent conditions who are afraid to leave the 

home and leave with their children, for example, because they have nowhere to go.  And 

so we’ve been able to put in programs for transitional homes, get them reeducated, get 

them on their feet, get them financially sound, help them to find an apartment to live in 

and be able to move them on with their lives. 

 

MS. ERBE:  Is domestic violence increasing or decreasing in the U.S.?  And what 

impact is the recession having on all of that?   

 

REP. SANCHEZ:  Anybody who’s been in a marriage or who’s been in a 

partnership, let’s say, will understand that about 70 percent of those partnership 

marriages, the biggest problems are financial concerns.  That’s what people fight over.  

Domestic violence doesn’t just happen in poor families.  It doesn’t just happen in rich 

families.  It happens in many types of families.  And so, when there are money problems, 

there are more fights, there’s more domestic violence, there’s more child abuse.  There’s 

just more issues that crop up.  So I would say that it’s probably going up. 

 

MS. ERBE:  Is this an issue that’s going to always affect Americans or is there 

someway we can end it?  I would presume education is the end to it? 

 

REP. SANCHEZ:  Education is always a good source.  Each and every one of us 

have a responsibility that if we see certain signs, we need to report or we need to talk to 

somebody about it.  About 40 percent of all domestic violence and sexual abuse is 

probably reported.  There’s much more going on out there than even we know.  And 

again, it falls in any economic class.  It falls in any racial class.  It falls on every portion 

of our country. 

 

MS. ERBE:  Secretary of State Clinton, in her hearing, said – and she was talking 

about internationally, but you’re very close to her and you supported her in her campaign 

early on – she said this is not cultural.  It’s criminal.  Is her – can she help in any way 

with the problem in the United States? 

 

REP. SANCHEZ:  She certainly can help the United States.  She certainly can 

help – and she has.  She’s been an advocate for women’s rights, not just as a former first 



lady and as a senator but all of their life really when you look at what she stood for and 

stands for today.  I know that (sitting as ?) one of the task force leaders for women’s 

violence, we’re looking within the women’s caucus to work with Hillary Clinton, with 

Secretary Clinton, to really look at sexual abuse and sexual trafficking and child 

trafficking and domestic abuse trafficking meaning people who are used as slaves from 

country to country in domestic households.  I certainly have one of those, just one of the 

big target items to talk with her as far as a policy paper and how we might go around the 

world and work on this, but at the same time work on it right here in our own country.   

 

It’s time that abuse stops and we can only do that with education, with the right 

laws, with the culture change and with real awareness. 

 

(End video segment.)   

 

MS. ERBE:  Congresswoman Norton, what is the future of the Violence against 

Women Act?  There were problems with funding and getting President Bush to sign off 

on it while he was in office, correct?  So tell us what happened and what’s likely to 

happen in the future. 

 

DEL. NORTON:  I know we’re going to hear very often of programs like this, 

programs that we most need now when you find a problem rises, you will have people 

using the economy to put against funding.  I have seen us go for years without 

reauthorizing VAWA, Violence against Women Act, with the result that there were only 

tiny increases.  The reason we want reauthorization is – 

 

MS. ERBE:  Tiny increases in funding or tiny increases in violence against 

women? 

 

DEL. NORTON:  Oh, no.  In funding for the program.  We’re now already seeing 

great increases in violence against women, which tend to come in hard times when 

people are out of work and they take it out on one another.  Now, what I am hoping, the 

reason I want reauthorization and believe that the women’s caucus would make this a 

great priority is that without the authorization we will get a little bit of increase.  You 

won’t get the whole statute looked back and won’t see where the money really ought to 

be pinpointed.  But we do have our man in the White House, and that is the vice 

president, who led – finally, when we broke through and got it authorized in the first 

place, and that is the Vice President Biden.  We’re going to be really counting on him this 

time. 

 

MS. SOSA:  And it’s not only the economy that obviously we know and the data 

is showing already, unfortunately, increasing the number of phone calls to crisis centers, 

but also veterans coming back from the war, so you have a confluence of factors that 

make addressing domestic violence should be a nationally priority. 

 

MS. CHAVEZ:  Well, you also have another factor that increases domestic 

violence and that is that you are more likely to be abused if you are cohabitating than if 



you’re married.  The abuse among cohabitating partners and cohabitation is now much 

broader.  So there’re a confluence of different kinds of cultural factors.  Clearly, the 

economy has an impact.  People do fight about money.  And when you’re feeling stressed 

and you have these situations – I don’t know if there’s any real evidence on the veterans’ 

front.  I know a lot of the information about veterans and violence turns out not be 

correct.  They’re actually less likely to be involved in crime than other people their age.  I 

don’t know that is true with veterans, but certainly – 

 

MS. ERBE:  The military will step in and kick you out. 

 

MS. CHAVEZ:  Absolutely. 

 

MS. ERBE:  They can lose their jobs. 

 

DEL. NORTON:  Their wives – there’s terrible domestic violence against the 

wives who are not in the military, horrible new violence from people coming home with 

this syndrome.  And it’s new and violence of the kind we’ve not seen before.  We have to 

face it by talking about it. 

 

MS. ERBE:  Wait, wait.  I’m confused, though.  Linda is saying there’s less 

domestic violence among military – 

 

MS. CHAVEZ:  No.  I didn’t say domestic.  I said there’s less criminal behavior. 

 

DEL. NORTON:  Crime. 

 

MS. SOSA:  I’m talking about domestic violence. 

 

MS. WOOD:  I think that’s another good reason to revisit this law.  I’m against 

violence against everybody: children, men, women and the whole thing.  I’ve never loved 

the name of this particular bill.  And secondly, it’s not just money for shelters and the 

like.  That would be one debate, but another thing that’s come out of it is it has made it 

much, much easier for women to claim domestic violence without proof in some cases 

and get restraining orders against men. 

 

MS. ERBE:  What are the data showing about how frequently that’s done? 

 

MS. WOOD:  But what happens in these cases, it gets used in custody battles so 

rights that women can keep the children.  I’m not saying that everybody does that, but it 

has been abused.  You see a lot more legal cases which adds money – drains money from 

the system.  I’d rather see the law revisited and have it be for the purposes it should be for 

not for – (inaudible) – process would do. 

 

DEL. NORTON:  I’m not sure what you want.  The fact is that the great problem 

in many homes that you never see is very often – by the way, we do have women 



committing domestic violence but very often, a man who is stronger beating up on and 

killing women.  So I’m not sure what it is about that you want to have revisited. 

 

MS. WOOD:  That’s not what I want revisited.  What I want revisited is people 

making accusations they can’t prove. 

 

DEL. NORTON:  That is so rare. 

 

MS. WOOD:  That’s not rare at all. 

 

MS. ERBE:  We’ll have to argue about this after the close.  But that’s the end of 

the To the Contrary.  Thank you for watching and whether your views are in agreement 

or to the contrary, thank you for joining us.  And please join us on the web for “To the 

Contrary Extra.”   

 

(END) 

 


