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MS. ERBE:  This week on “To the Contrary,” up first, sex trafficking in the U.S. 

is on the rise.  Then, did we learn anything new from Judge Alito’s Supreme Court 

nomination hearings?  Behind the headlines, aging out of foster care, an American 

tragedy. 

 

(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, women and sex 

trafficking. 

 

MS. ERBE:  Sex trafficking in the United States?  You bet.  The government 

estimates 18 to 20,000 people, almost exclusively women and children, are trafficked into 

this country as sex slaves each year.  This includes teens who become prisoners to the sex 

trade.  Many willingly leave their home countries for jobs they believe are legitimate only 

to be forced into prostitution.  So President Bush signed a law this week that spends more 

than $360 million during the next two years to prosecute pimps, johns, and those who 

trick these women into entering the country.  Ohio Republican Deborah Pryce, the 

highest-ranking woman in the House Republican leadership, co-wrote the bill. 

 

REP. DEBORAH PRYCE:  (From tape.)  We’re going to try to put an end to the 

demand that this country has.  Unfortunately, we’re part of the problem, and so this bill 

provides incentives and grants and learning tools to law enforcement, to prosecutors, to 

social workers, to doctors, nurses, teachers, so that they can identify it if it’s going on in 

their communities, and then they know how to deal with it.  And so for the first time 

we’re going to take a look at how we deal with the pimps and the johns, as opposed to 

just the women that sometimes are victims of this as opposed to willing participants. 

 

MS. ERBE:  Congresswoman Norton, in this day and age, how is this happening? 

 

MS. NORTON:  Good question, Bonnie.  But the combination of slavery, rape 

and sex make sex trafficking shocking, even in today’s “sexploitation” society. 

 

MS. CZARNECKI:  America is the envy of the world where dreams come true if 

you work hard, but it’s also where con artists prey on unsuspecting victims. 

 

MS. BEYER:  And the new global economy plays a role.  Women have been 

economically displaced.  They’ve become more vulnerable. 

 

MS. BERNARD:  It’s really simple: depravity has never left our culture, and sex 

trafficking is nothing more than the result of depravity and very creative criminal minds. 

 

MS. ERBE:  But I have to wonder if this is also a sign that women and persons of 

color are moving backwards in terms of progress in the U.S., because this was not 

happening ten years ago, and just the fact that it’s allowed to go on. 

 



MS. CZARNECKI:  I think it was happening ten years ago.  I just think we didn’t 

know enough about it. 

 

MS. ERBE:  The government numbers say it’s on the rise. 

 

MS. BEYER:  But this is something very hard to track.  I mean, I think we’re 

doing a better job of tracking it now.  Do you know there are 27 million people 

worldwide who are thought to be in some kind of slavery?  And this is a problem we 

haven’t really wanted to look at.  (Scientific American ?) did a piece on it in April and 

said that it is only in America in the investigation and historical findings on the 

Antebellum South and the slavery we had there that was state-supported that has really 

been looked at worldwide, and so it only makes sense that we are somewhat now taking a 

role internationally to clamp down on this. 

 

MS. ERBE:  Well, the bill the president signed, will that be enough? 

 

MS. NORTON:  No. 

 

MS. ERBE:  Is it a good start? 

 

MS. ERBE:  It’s certainly a good start.  Look at the vote, 400 something to 

nothing.  And – 

 

MS. ERBE:  Is that because this is a women’s issue, predominantly a women and 

children’s issue that the left – the pro-choice left and the evangelical right can agree on? 

 

MS. NORTON:  No.  It has a lot to do with the nature of the exploitation.  Yes, 

it’s a women’s issue so it invites people to look closely at it, particularly people who 

haven’t been particularly associated with women’s issues, so women’s rights movement 

is please to find at least one issue that the right can join us on, and to their credit, 

however they understand this, they understand that no politics is involved in this and that 

sheer unadulterated oppression is all that this is about. 

 

MS. ERBE:  Why is this an issue that Concerned Women for America, for 

example – evangelical Christian women’s group – really pushed for this legislation?  

Why have they seized on this of all possible women’s issues to push for protection? 

 

MS. BERNARD:  Well, I don’t think it’s just a women’s issue.  It affects all of 

us.  It could be your – it could be anybody’s daughter, anybody’s son.  I mean, we were 

saying earlier – 

 

MS. ERBE:  Yeah, but it’s still more – I mean, when you’re talking about 

prostitution, the overwhelming – yes, children and young men are forced into prostitution 

– 

 

MS. BERNARD:  Yes. 



 

MS. ERBE:  – but the majority is women. 

 

MS. BERNARD:  Absolutely.  And, I mean, obviously if we’re talking about 

Concerned Women for America, I would assume that this comes out of their Christian 

beliefs, but I think that, rightly so, this is an issue that anybody, regardless of your 

religious faith, should – 

 

MS. CZARNECKI:  This is an issue – 

 

MS. BERNARD:  – we’re all on the same side here.  It is – like I said earlier, it’s 

depraved.  It’s crazy, it’s criminal.  These people need to be prosecuted.  They need to be 

put in jail for these crimes. 

 

MS. BEYER:  And it’s great to see a common denominator where our humanity 

leads us to unite for a certain issue.  And I think there are other issues out there, but it’s 

so healing to see this week of all weeks something that we can all agree upon. 

 

MS. ERBE:  Any last thoughts? 

 

MS. CZARNECKI:  Its’ so shocking to everyone to learn that it actually exists in 

a country so advanced as ours.  That’s why I think you see everybody really getting 

together on this issue.  It’s terrible. 

 

MS. ERBE:  Is this yet another downside of globalization?  You mentioned 

globalization before. 

 

MS. BEYER:  Well, the slavery worldwide is – a lot of it’s sweatshops, and these 

sweatshops are coming to be because in this new global economy it’s like a market on 

steroids.  The low price is what wins, and so if you can get your labor done at very cheap 

cost in a sweatshop you’re going to do well.  What I think is a good sign is that in recent 

years manufacturers, distributors, companies that are having things done offshore are 

now looking in to make sure that they’re not breaking the law and that there aren’t these 

sweatshops. 

 

MS. NORTON:  It’s a free market.  It’s wide-open borders.  We are an invitation 

to all kinds of abuse. 

 

MS. ERBE:  But I want to get back to what’s new here because in talking to 

Congresswoman Pryce, it’s not new that Americans went to places like Thailand where 

there’s a huge sex trade and huge prostitution and slavery rings going on, to take part in 

all that, sadly enough, but what’s new is that the girls and the boys and the women are 

being brought into this country for that reason.  Why now? 

 

MS. NORTON:  Well, I think you put your finger on it.  You’ve had Americans 

going over there to see how easy the exploitation is.  Somebody got the idea it’s a new 



racket for us, and I do think it is a new racket.  I don’t agree that this has been going on 

all the time, we just discovered it.  I think it has been imported, yes, through the global 

economy, but essentially through us going over there, checking it out, lots of American 

men are the culprits here, and bringing it home and home growing it. 

 

MS. BEYER:  It’s organized crime. 

 

MS. CZARNECKI:  It’s also because of technology.  If you take a look at the 

statistics from the National Center for Missing and Exploited Children, they said with the 

advent of the internet, people who used to be child – traffic in children or have those 

tendencies were always secluded from society.  Now they have chat rooms where they 

can get together and talk about this and plan to bring people in for these reasons.  It’s 

made it a lot easier for folks to do this. 

 

MS. BEYER:  And that’s – 

 

MS. BERNARD:  What about our immigration laws?  How are they getting them 

into the country?  That’s what I’m asking.  If you’re – 

 

MS. NORTON:  Smuggling in. 

 

MS. BERNARD:  – smuggling in 20 ten-year-old girls from, let’s say, Thailand 

or Nigeria, how is it nobody is seeing this?  That’s –  

 

MS. NORTON:  That’s a great issue for Congress. 

 

MS. BERNARD:  – another problem.  Yes. 

 

MS. NORTON:  The immigration laws have fallen completely apart. 

 

MS. BERNARD:  Yeah. 

 

MS. CZARNECKI:  We’ve also seen a lot of press coverage in the past couple of 

years that we’ve seen diplomats bringing people in from their own countries claiming 

they were relatives when in fact they were enslaved to do the housework and the cooking 

and other things for the families. 

 

MS. ERBE:  All right.  Another issue for Congress to fight over.  From sex 

trafficking to the Supreme Court. 

 

(Begin video clip.) 

 

MS. ERBE:  Did women or minorities learn anything from the hearings this week 

that would change their minds about Judge Alito?  On Roe versus Wade he said he 

recognized the principle of stare decisis, but refused to call it settled law.  He claimed not 

to remember much about the conservative Concerned Alumni of Princeton group to 



which he belonged and that fought to keep women and minorities out of the school, 

except that it also fought to keep an ROTC presence at Princeton.  Predictably, 

Democrats were frustrated, Republicans laudatory. 

 

SEN. DIANNE FEINSTEIN:  If you’re willing to say that you believe one 

man/one vote is well settled and you agree with it, I have a hard time understanding how 

you separate out Roe.  I understand why: if you say one thing you accept my friends and 

colleagues on that side; if you say the other you accept those of us on this side, but the 

people are entitled to know. 

 

SEN. SAM BROWNBACK:  I want to thank you for all the questions you’ve 

answered.  You’ve answered the questions that I have had, and I’ve heard much of the 

rest of the discussion.  I think we’ve covered many of these points so many multiple 

times we’ve just overdone it on some of these. 

 

SEN. CHARLES SCHUMER:  My friends on the other side of the aisle have 

repeatedly said you’ve answered over 200 questions.  Now it’s probably 300.  But a 

response is not an answer.  And you’ve responded to more than 300 questions, but in all 

due respect you haven’t answered enough of them. 

 

SEN. LINDSEY GRAHAM:  The ABA has looked at this and said that it did not 

reflect poorly on you.  Three hundred lawyers and judges who know you have said that 

you’re just really sort of what we want in a judge, and maybe that’s not enough, but that’s 

a pretty good start.  You know, I don’t think you could 300 people to say that about me or 

some of us. 

 

(End video clip.) 

 

MS. ERBE:  What insight do you have on these hearings that won’t be heard 

anywhere else? 

 

MS. CZARNECKI:  Only two things, Bonnie.  Everything else I think has been 

said.  Number one, you don’t have buy tickets to the Kennedy Center anymore, you just 

turn on C-SPAN and it’s free.  And the second is, we now have a new litmus test, or 

we’ve got to look for clones, we need cloning outgoing Supreme Court justices because 

neither side will be happy with whomever is the nominee. 

 

MS. NORTON:  Yeah, I think you ought to ask yourself, if this man is so well 

qualified, is just what we were asking for, why wasn’t he nominated in the first place?  I 

think it is because Bush knew what we now know, that he would be extraordinarily 

controversial because he is so far to the right – 

 

MS. CZARNECKI:  No. 

 

MS. NORTON:  – and so obviously so, and that there are opinions over 15 years 

that show it.  So what we’ve seen essentially reinforces all of the initial impressions.  And 



this is a man who was so in need of rehabilitation that you have seen something 

unprecedented – 

 

MS. ERBE:  Well, in that case – in that case, have confirmation hearings become 

coronation ceremonies – 

 

MS. NORTON:  Well, first of all – 

 

MS. ERBE:  – in essence? 

 

MS. NORTON:  Of course not.  You have seen something unprecedented in 200 

years of the republic, and that is a calling of sitting judges to rehabilitate this man before 

the final vote.  I think it is a real mistake to believe that because a nominee is facile at 

answering questions and people on whichever side is not for him will continue to press 

him hard, that we don’t need these hearings and we should simply let it happen.  I think 

these hearings are a public service.  I realize the average American doesn’t look at it, but 

I don’t think anybody would want the loyal opposition just to say you’ve got a pass, you 

can go, particularly when you consider what is at stake here.  This is the so-called swing 

seat – 

 

MS. ERBE:  But from the – from the progressive – 

 

MS. NORTON:  – and the rights of millions of Americans are at stake, Bonnie. 

 

MS. ERBE:  Right.  But from the so-called left, is he not getting a pass? 

 

MS. NORTON:  Of course not.  He is – in fact, he’s being criticized by the right 

because people are – because the Democratic senators, some of them, have been tough on 

him.  This is a cross-examination of a witness, and they have treated politely but they 

have treated it as a cross-examination. 

 

MS. BEYER:  But, Eleanor, don’t you think it’s full of sound and fury, but at the 

end of the day it’s really going to signify nothing because the votes are there?  He’s going 

to be confirmed.  And what we found out after Harriet Miers went down in flames was 

that the far right was going to take nothing less than someone like Sam Alito, so if Sam 

Alito didn’t make it, we would have somebody just like Sam Alito sitting in that chair 

because of the heat that was taken when Bush diverged from this very narrow description 

of a nominee. 

 

MS. BERNARD:  To me this is political theater.  It’s sort of shock and awe.  It 

was interesting.  Clarence Thomas had Anita Hill.  Judge Alito has Concerned Alumni of 

Princeton and a whole host of issues.  But the bottom line is, what I think is interesting 

and that I kind of find worrisome is we now have a quote, unquote, “Sandra Day 

O’Connor seat” on the Supreme Court and we have a new litmus test.  I differ with you 

all on this.  I think the new litmus test is, is the person who has been nominated to the 

court going to step into her shoes and vote on cases the way that she did. 



 

MS. ERBE:  And he pretty much said that he won’t, and yet at this point it looks 

like he’s going to be confirmed. 

 

MS. BERNARD:  Well, he keeps – 

 

(Cross talk.) 

 

MS. ERBE:  So how much of a litmus test is that? 

 

MS. BERNARD:  Well, it is, but if you look at a lot of his answers he kept 

saying, well, just as Justice O’Connor did – voted in such-and-such a case, I agreed with 

her opinion or she agreed with my dissent or she agreed with this.  Then we have people 

on the left saying – 

 

MS. ERBE:  That’s not what I heard him say.  What I heard him say was much as 

anybody would like to maybe follow in someone’s footsteps, you don’t.  You’re your 

own person and you deal with – (inaudible) – yourself. 

 

(Cross talk.) 

 

MS. BERNARD:  He did say that, but he drew analogies to himself and Justice 

O’Connor, and I think that was a way of saying, I’m okay.  You know – 

 

MS. NORTON:  Yeah, it was. 

 

MS. BERNARD:  – I’m not your greatest fear.  And we also – 

 

MS. NORTON:  It was. 

 

MS. BERNARD:  – have the left asking him questions to try to make sure that 

he’s going to vote on cases the way Justice O’Connor did.  And I think as a nation what 

we need to grapple with and come up with a good answer on is, what do we – is it to be 

qualified to be on the Supreme Court.  He got the highest rating you can get from the 

American Bar Association, and yet we’re asking questions that have nothing to do with 

can you apply the law to the facts. 

 

MS. NORTON:  They have everything to do with it.  And just like me take on this 

litmus test question.  The reason that it is perfectly appropriate – why he is trying to make 

himself sound like Sandra Day O’Connor and why we are pressing her forward, is for 

millions of Americans of color, women, and working people who know that their rights 

hang on a five-to-four balance.  I’m telling you, if that’s where your rights hang, if your 

right to have choice hangs on that, you want to see somebody up there representing you 

at least in cross-examination.  If your right to enter a college to correct for discrimination 

depended on Sandra Alito – Sandra Alito – (laughter) – Sandra O’Connor – Sandra 

O’Connor’s vote, you want to make sure that somebody is up there at least asking the 



questions.  Please don’t mistake a confirmation hearing for a statute.  We know that in 

fact somebody who President Bush wants is going to – we’re not trying to – 

 

(Cross talk.) 

 

MS. ERBE:  Sorry about this, guys.  We are out of time on this topic.  (Laughter.)  

Behind the headlines, the transition to adulthood.  For most young people it’s a rite of 

passage to celebrate, but for foster youth it’s called aging out.  It’s unfortunately a time 

when youngsters who were never adopted or reunited with their families face challenges 

most Americans will never know. 

 

(Begin video clip.) 

 

MS. ABBEY WALTHALL:  If you bounce around home to home then you’re 

never going to know how to function like other kids do or other adults. 

 

MS. ERBE:  At the age of 14 after repeat problems at home, Abby Walthall 

became a ward of the state. 

 

MS. WALTHALL:  You know, I’d run away and come back a couple days later, 

and nothing would really change.  And finally the last time I ran away my parents got fed 

up and called the police and everything, so Child Protective Services got involved.  And 

they tried to do family preservation, they tried to intervene, but things just got even 

worse.  My mom didn’t hit me after that, but the verbal abuse got a lot worse.  So for five 

months that happened, and then one day she snapped and she hit me again, so they took 

me out of the house that night. 

 

MS. ERBE:  Abby was sent to a group home, then a temporary foster care home.  

Next, she lived with her aunt and uncle.  When that didn’t work, she went back to a group 

home, then another group home.  During those years, Abby attended six different high 

schools.  It’s a typical foster care scenario that makes building close, caring relationships 

with adults difficult, if not impossible. 

 

MS. WALTHALL:  Do I still talk to my foster parents?  I don’t – I don’t really 

talk to any of them.  Even my own aunt and uncle I barely speak to.  And then my family 

didn’t know how to deal with the whole situation, so they stopped talking to me.  I was 

actually disowned from the family for three years.  And that happens to a lot of foster 

kids. 

 

MS. ERBE:  When Abby turned 18, the age is 21 in some states, she aged out of 

foster care. 

 

MR. SHAY BILCHICK:  Just imagine, you’re a young person, 17, 18 years of 

age.  You’ve been in foster care for two, three, four, five years.  You’re not going back 

home to be with your parents in an abusive or a neglectful situation.  You haven’t been 

adopted.  And you’re being told that within a number of months you’re going to be living 



on your own.  What’s that experience like?  Are you prepared to be living in an 

apartment?  Can you balance your own checkbook?  Do you have a job?  Do you have 

transportation?  Do you have medical insurance?  These are tremendous challenges for 

kids in the best of circumstances. 

 

MS. ERBE:  Some 20,000 young Americans age out of foster care each year.  

Studies show more than half have not graduated from high school.  One in eight 

graduates from a four-year college.  Fifty-six percent are unemployed.  Twenty-seven 

percent of young men end up in jail.  Some studies show 60 percent of the women are 

pregnant within two years.  Many experience homelessness at least once after leaving 

foster care. 

 

MS. EILEEN MCCAFFREY:  Aging out of foster care is – it’s a unique situation 

where you’re 18, you’re young, and overnight you’re on your own.  We don’t do that to 

our own children.  It’s a crisis when you’re 18 and told, sink or swim, fend for yourself. 

 

MS. ERBE:  Eileen McCaffrey runs the Orphan Foundation of America.  It’s an 

organization helping move those who age out of foster care from risky situations to 

supportive ones by offering scholarships, internships, mentoring, and by sending care 

packages to children without families. 

 

MS. MCCAFFREY:  We believe, of course, money gets you in school, but a 

mentor will keep you in school or will help you make good choices along the way. 

 

Remember them.  They need opportunities. 

 

MS. ERBE:  Some internships bring these young people to the nation’s capitol 

where they speak directly to lawmakers to explain their needs. 

 

MR. JONATHAN BRAXTON:  There should be some type of exit counseling 

that you should take when you’re coming out of high school as far as career alternatives, 

that you can either go to the service or college or on to work. 

 

MS. ERBE:  Others ageing out join independent living programs, especially 

needed by those who’ve lost touch with their biological families.  Through one such 

program, Abby moved in with a woman who helped guide her into young adulthood. 

 

MS. WALTHALL:  They try to teach you about different things in the real world.  

Like she helped me open a bank account and taught me how to ride the bus and things 

like that.  And I got a stipend every month, and I had to take some of that to pay her rent. 

 

MS. ERBE:  But independent living programs are not universal. 

 

MS. WALTHALL:  Which is probably why so many wind up on the street and 

jobless and pregnant.  When I first heard that it wasn’t a national thing, I couldn’t believe 



that.  Like when I would hear – I heard stories about kids who had to finish high school 

out of a car because they turned 18 in December and they were just kicked out. 

 

MS. ERBE:  Congress funds the John Chaffee Foster Care Independence Program 

named for the late Rhode Island senator.  The program also now offers a stipend to those 

aging out until age 23.  Some get up to $5,000 a year for tuition and training.  Louisiana 

Senator Mary Landrieu, an advocate for foster care reform and adoption, says the system 

needs a major overhaul. 

 

SEN. MARY LANDRIEU:  It really is awful that we would have any kind of 

system in the United States of America that would legally separate children from parents 

and then not connect them to other parents. 

 

MS. BERNARD:  Landrieu says foster care funding is inflexible and 

counterproductive because the money doesn’t follow the children; instead, it supports the 

system.  She’s working to change that. 

 

SEN. LANDRIEU:  But again, I think I’ve made my points very clear. 

 

It really is promoting a system of children in foster care in limbo basically.  I 

mean, right now if a child is adopted most funding stops.  Right now if a child is adopted 

out of foster care there’s no guarantee that they would get help with college tuition.  So 

we are trying to eliminate the barriers to adoption. 

 

MS. ERBE:  Creating lifelong family connections is the best outcome for people 

in foster care.  Abby wasn’t adopted or reunited with her biological family, but she beat 

the odds because her county provides more services than most.  Using money she earned, 

a subsidized apartment and federal tuition and living support, she graduated from college 

and is attending graduate school. 

 

MR. BILCHICK:  For a lot of people they look at these kids and say, okay, so 

they’re headed to some negative outcome.  And what I’d like people to understand is that 

they are just like our own children, and if we’d give them that love and the opportunity 

for some meaning in their life and hope for the future, they’ll make it. 

 

(End video clip.) 

 

MS. ERBE:  When you hear of the statistics about how many of these kids end up 

pregnant, in jail, 18 years old, out in the street living in a car or in the street, what’s the 

solution? 

 

MS. BERNARD:  This is a travesty beyond words.  I mean, I think there’s a two-

pronged solution.  One, I agree with Mary Landrieu: the money needs to follow the 

children.  But most importantly, one of the things that people should realize in watching 

this and discussing this issue is that the only organizations that are actually handling this 

in a semi-appropriate fashion have nothing to do with government.  We need to get this 



program out of the government and put it into the hands of people that actually know 

what they’re doing. 

 

MS. NORTON:  Well, these children have been in the hands, quote, of parents or 

foster parents, so they’ve not been in the government’s hands.  They have – in fact, what 

we’re doing that’s rigid is adhering strictly to the, quote, age of majority.  And these kids 

age not out, they age into jail, they age into pregnancy, they age into what your kids and 

mine would age into given no supervision after they are 18.  It seems to me what has to 

be done is to tailor a child’s transition.  Some of these kids are ready to go into the 

service, are ready to go into school.  But you have to do for foster children all kinds of 

individual tailoring while they are under the – 

 

MS. ERBE:  Well, what about Abby – 

 

MS. NORTON:  – care of foster parents. 

 

MS. ERBE:  – profiled in this piece?  I mean, she made it because she had a, 

quote, unquote, adult tutor meaning – (inaudible) – her into adulthood, and she’s in 

graduate school now and she had stipends for all that. 

 

MS. BEYER:  And this is a great savings for society, so I mean, what a great 

investment.  Anyone in social sciences will tell you, if you can put the resources at an at-

risk population you’re going to – return on your investment will be very great.  And this 

is by definition an at-risk population: kids who have not been connected to a family, 

haven’t had the benefit of that.  Now at 18 when they can’t get a beer, you know, we 

think they’re too young to be able to drink, and yet we think they’re old enough to handle 

life? 

 

MS. CZARNECKI:  I think the real –  

 

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

Phyllis Schlafly and grassroots conservatism.  Whether your views are in agreement or to 

the contrary, please join us next time. 

 

(End of program.) 

 

 


