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MS. ERBE:  This week on “To the Contrary,” women’s issues and the Obama 

White House.  Then, Michelle Obama calls herself mom-in-chief.  Behind the headlines, 

a new study links teen pregnancy to sex on TV.   

 

(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’s issues 

and the Obama administration.   

 

President-elect Barack Obama owes much to women voters of all colors and 

backgrounds who supported his White House bid in historic proportions.  Women 

supported President-elect Obama by a 13-point margin, 10 points more than they 

supported John Kerry in ’04.  Obama did particularly well with unmarried women and 

closed the gap with married women.  The question for the new administration and 

Congress is will they deliver on issues important to women.   

 

MS. ANNA GREENBERG:  (From tape.)  Well, there were two issues that 

Barack Obama made a big deal about.  First was pay equity, which passed the House, has 

not passed the Senate yet and I imagine that that’s going to pass.  We also saw heavy 

emphasis from Obama on early childhood education, which is not necessarily a women’s 

issue strictly speaking, but as much that deals with childcare and other issues around 

managing family that’s going to be incredibly important to women.  So I already see, 

even just in the campaign, a couple of women’s issues that I think are going to take on 

increasing importance in this administration.   

 

MS. KELLYANNE CONWAY:  (From tape.)  He’s not posturing for particular 

constituencies.  This is not – I’m not just there for women.  I’m not just there for African-

Americans.  I don’t owe the Latinos something.  This is a man, who from the beginning, 

to his enormous credit, has not run as the quote, “first African-American president,” so 

much as the 44
th

 president of the United States.  The question for him is, are you going to 

govern the way you ran for president, which is I’m running for all of America, across 

America, in the deepest reddest areas, among all constituencies, reaching out to 

independents, which he did very successfully, and reaching out to women, including 

mothers, which he did very successfully.   

 

MS. ERBE:  Women candidates also gained seats in Congress, boosting the 

number of women in the Senate to a record 17 and increasing House numbers to 74.  In 

North Carolina, the state’s first woman governor was elected.  In state ballot initiatives 

the move toward progressive women’s politics was evident as voters in three states shot 

down restrictions on abortion rights.  Not so much for gay rights, as California, Arizona, 

and Florida approved constitutional amendments banning gay marriage. 



 

MS. GREENBERG:  (From tape.)  When Bill Clinton ran for president, he was 

very clearly a pro-choice candidate, as is Barack Obama very clear about his position.  

You saw an actual spike in support for abortion rights.  And I wouldn’t be surprised if we 

see the same thing happening.  It matters who the president is.  It matters what the 

national dialogue is.  And when you have a pro-choice president, you tend to see that 

reflected in the electorate overall.   

 

MS. ERBE:  Trial balloons testing potential Obama cabinet appointees included 

several women’s names: Arizona Governor Janet Napolitano as attorney general, Kansas 

Governor Kathleen Sebelius, Dr. Susan Rice, and Caroline Kennedy for other posts.  But 

one cabinet possibility provoked a backlash from women’s groups.  Obama economic 

advisor Lawrence Summers, mentioned as treasury secretary, was drummed out of the 

Harvard University presidency for suggesting innate differences between men and 

women in the fields of math and science.  This week, National Organization for Women 

President Kim Gandy expressed concern over Summers for his Harvard gaffe and lack of 

acknowledgement of a gender wage gap.   

 

Congresswoman Norton, does President-elect Obama owe women anything for 

their strong support in this election?   

 

DEL. NORTON:  Oh, sure, Bonnie, and he owes blacks and Hispanics and even 

white men.  He’s in the catbird seat.  He owes all of them there, but owes none of them.   

 

MS. CHAVEZ:  President Obama is going to be president of all of the people, not 

just those who put him over the top.   

 

MS. BEYER:  Women voted for Barack Obama because of his economic policies.  

He delivers on those and he’s returned the favor.   

 

MS. WOOD:  I think if he gets into the business of making his top priority paying 

back certain interest groups that would be very wrong way to go.  If he does the right 

thing for the country, the middle will benefit from that and so will women.   

 

MS. ERBE:  He’ll be your president?   

 

MS. CHAVEZ:  He will, absolutely.   

 

MS. ERBE:  Even as conservative as you are and as liberal as his views are?   

 

MS. CHAVEZ:  – as conservative as I am, I have to tell you I had tears in my 

eyes when he was elected.  Now – and certainly I would have preferred John McCain, but 

I think this was an historic election and I have spent much of my career focusing on 

issues of race, and to me this says a great thing about America and I am proud that we 

have the first black president.   

 



MS. ERBE:  I know, but Congresswoman Norton, how in the heck do you keep 

everybody happy?  Nothing’s changed in terms of Americans being deeply divided on the 

social wedge issues, on how money should be spent.  How do you keep everybody 

happy?   

 

DEL. NORTON:  Well, you benefit from the fact that there is nothing short of 

elation in the country.  And when you have that going for you, you’ve got your wind at 

your back so that you can take advantage of that opportunity and accomplish things – 

hard things, things that your natural base wouldn’t want you to do.  And I think the 

reason that there were tears in your eyes and in eyes of America is not just that we elected 

a black president or it’s historic.  I think it’s because Americans are proud of themselves.  

This has taken a terrible racial burden off of people.  To have lived in a county that had 

slavery long after others, which denied the vote to women long after others, to be seen as 

a country that still nurtures racism, and now to shoot through that by electing the first 

African-American president is like saying, “There! Take that!”  (Laughter.)   

 

MS. ERBE:  All right, but let me ask you – you guys be the mine canaries over 

here.  He’s for pay equity.  The House passed it.  The House will have to pass it again 

next year, but the Senate didn’t.  Now, Democrats have – they can’t – they don’t have 

enough to uphold the filibuster, but they can – 

 

MS. CHAVEZ:  Let’s – 

 

MS. ERBE:  – but what are you going to do?  You guys hated pay equity.   

 

MS. CHAVEZ:  Well, I do hate pay equity and it’s not clear to me what they were 

calling pay equity in this administration – in this campaign rather, was – they kept talking 

about how John McCain wasn’t for equal pay for equal work.  Well that is the law of the 

land that has been since 1963.  The 1964 Civil Rights Act says you can’t pay women 

differently than you pay men – 

 

MS. ERBE:  In the exact same job.   

 

MS. CHAVEZ:  – right.  What the fight was all about, what part of the fight was 

about was changing the statute of limitations under which you could, in fact, file a suit for 

– 

 

(Cross talk.)   

 

MS. CHAVEZ:  That’s right.   

 

MS. ERBE:  And therefore, so – 

 

DEL. NORTON:  It wasn’t about that, by the way, but go ahead, I won’t get into 

that. 

 



MS. ERBE:  Okay, so what was it about?  How – if he does follow through on his 

promise to support pay equity, he will not alienate conservatives who hate the concept?   

 

DEL. NORTON:  Sure he will.  Why would have taken – the fact is that the 

Congress simply brought the statute back to the way it was when I administered that very 

same act, and it has to do with statute of limitations matters that I don’t think that the 

public is much interested in.  Yes, statute of limitations.  The court was wrong in their 

statutory interpretation.  This was not a constitutional matter.  McCain had before him, 

and the Senate still has, a bill that says, okay, we’re still about equal pay for equal work, 

as you said, Bonnie, the same job.  All we’re saying is the way the act was intended in 

1963 means that you count from the moment that you know and that the women knows.  

That’s essentially what it was about.  And not from the moment that the employer 

somehow – who knew he wasn’t paying you in the first place – 

 

MS. ERBE:  But that’s not – 

 

DEL. NORTON:  – and so therefore, all he had to say was, look, as long as this is 

for equal pay for equal work, then I’m for it.  And he didn’t say that.   

 

MS. ERBE:  All right.  Megan, you’re on the inside.  You’re a major fundraiser 

for Obama.  How were the discussions?  How is he going to do controversial liberal 

things like that that he supports and still keep all of America happy?   

 

MS. BEYER:  I don’t know how controversial this is when you look at 70 percent 

of the unmarried women in this country supported Barack Obama.  One of their top 

issues, because so many of them are women trying to raise children, was equal pay.  The 

other one was raising the minimum wage.  They saw Barack Obama was going to do that.  

You talk about transcendency?  That transcends gender, race, anything you have because 

people are struggling.  They care about it.   

 

I met Lilly Ledbetter.  When she talks about her story, every woman can identify 

with this.  She worked for years at this tire factory, was making 40 percent less than the 

man standing next to her who she had trained.  This was unfair.  This was not just.  And 

she made that point across this country.  And people understood what it meant when 

Barack Obama sided with Lilly Ledbetter.   

 

MS. WOOD:  Look, the number one thing coming out of this election, I think, 

whether you’re on Republican side, the Democratic side, liberal, or conservative, people 

are concerned about the economy.  They’re concerned about health care.  And some of 

these – I don’t want to say complete fringe issues, but they can be considered fringe 

issues when you look at the big picture out there, if that’s what he takes up first and if he 

takes up one, two, three, four, five of them, it’s not going to be a good start for Barack 

Obama.   

 

MS. ERBE:  Okay, no, but – 

 



MS. WOOD:  – and I want him to have a good start.  So let me recommend to my 

friends over here that you encourage him not to go that way.  Look – 

 

MS. BEYER:  – he was – 

 

MS. WOOD:  – no, but I mean – but there was going to be a push, no doubt 

there’re going to be people who say, we put you over the top.  We demand this and you 

should listen to that.   

 

MS. CHAVEZ:  And one of the big issues is going to be card check for unions, 

and that’s an issue that those folks are – 

 

MS. ERBE:  But before we get to what hasn’t been on the table yet, this week, big 

time on his, first of all naming his chief of staff.  Secondly, treasury secretary, and then 

name at the top of the list is somebody – whether he merits it or not, widely seen as a guy 

who just doesn’t get it – Lawrence Summers.  

 

DEL. NORTON:  I – (unintelligible) – media list.  I would be surprised if Barack 

named Clinton’s secretary of the treasury.  He’s been there, done that in a much different 

economy.  He’s a brilliant economist.  Very, very, controversial.  What does he bring that 

10,000 other very good economists couldn’t bring even better?   

 

MS. CHAVEZ:  Well, Eleanor, I think actually naming somebody who was part 

of the Clinton economic team would be a very good idea because – 

 

(Cross talk.)   

 

DEL. NORTON:  – okay?   

 

MS. CHAVEZ:  – well, but one thing that people have to recognize is that the 

economy did pretty well during the Clinton years and I think – I don’t think Larry 

Summers is all that controversial, not for his economic views.  And I think the flap at 

Harvard University in which he said that if you look at a bell curve, women are 

underrepresented at both ends of the tail.  There are fewer women who score very low on 

intelligence tests in math and very – and fewer women that score at the very highest 

level.  That happens to be empirically true.   

 

MS. ERBE:  Yes, but he’s used the – the used the term innate differences – 

 

DEL. NORTON:  He certainly did.  (Laughter.)   

 

MS. CHAVEZ:  Look, people may take offence, but the empirical evidence 

suggest that women have fewer people at the low end and fewer – 

 

(Cross talk.)   

 



MS. ERBE:  Okay, but let me ask you this.  African-American women have 

always turned out in droves – turned out in droves this time.  There’s only one that I can 

think of anyway, and correct me if I’m wrong, it’s Susan Rice, African-American women 

whose name is being touted for a cabinet post at this point.  Does he owe African-

American women, and if so, how can he repay them?   

 

DEL. NORTON:  Bonnie, I really meant it when I said it’s very hard.  If African-

American women come out – and in the super majority they did, there’s no question 

there’re whole sets of – (unintelligible) – that I can point to – (unintelligible).  You know 

what?  Women can then come with – (unintelligible) – in their state.  I’m not telling you 

where African-Americans are.  First of all, just getting there – 

 

MS. ERBE:  But I’m talking of women.   

 

DEL. NORTON:  – women, let’s begin with women, just getting in there is going 

to satisfy people for so long that people are going to have to say, wait a minute, don’t you 

want something?  Believe me; it’s hard to overestimate what this means.  Even very 

young people – very, very young people see this is a racist country and they never 

believed that somebody of their skin color was going to be president.  And I – the last 

people I think you’re going to see – you might have a few people in the media trying to 

stir something up, you’re saying, I want a meeting with Barack.  I’m black.  It’s time you 

did something for poverty and wiped it off the face of the earth.   

 

MS. ERBE:  All right, but what about this, we already had before this election 

three states that banned affirmative action.  We had three more that I’m not – I didn’t 

even follow how they went, but they tried to roll it backwards.  We’re certainly going to 

see more of that now that there is a black president.   

 

DEL. NORTON:  Not in this administration – 

 

(Cross talk.)   

 

DEL. NORTON:  – doesn’t have to do with the state level.  They’re going to be 

looking to see whether he keeps the affirmative action we have here – 

 

(Cross talk.)   

 

DEL. NORTON:  – wait – would you let me finish this?  We left it with “mend it, 

don’t end it.”  All he has to do is that and women and minorities – 

 

MS. CHAVEZ:  But Barack Obama himself has said, my daughters do not 

deserve affirmative action.   

 

DEL. NORTON:  And they won’t get it.   

 



MS. WOOD:  And what better proof we don’t need than what just happened this 

past Tuesday?   

 

MS. ERBE:  All right.  We’ll continue this fight later.  From Barack to the woman 

he calls his rock.  “More Laura Bush than Hillary Clinton,” that’s the word of Michelle 

Obama on the type of first lady she plans to be.  On the campaign trail, Ms. Obama 

served as an advocate for military families and is likely to continue in this role, but the 

Princeton and Harvard educated lawyer and formerly highly paid executive insists her 

daughters Malia and Sasha will be her primary focus as first lady, and describes her role 

as mom-in-chief.  She has no plans for an office in the White House.  Those closest to 

Ms. Obama say she will address education reform and the concerns of working mothers.   

 

So Linda Chavez, good idea for her to call herself mom-in-chief, or is it 

contrived?   

 

MS. CHAVEZ:  Well, I don’t think it’s contrived and I have to tell you.  I think 

one of the most important social changes that’s going to take place in America is 

watching that first family.  If there are problems in the black community today, many of 

those problems stem from the breakdown of the black family.  And that, by the way, 

breakdown of family is occurring in all communities – Latino communities, white 

communities as well, but it’s especially affected the black family.  And I think seeing that 

loving parents and seeing her in that role – and also I think – I think she’s quite sincere 

about this.  She’s not been able to spend time with those girls during this campaign and 

certainly he has not been able to.  And so I think this is wonderful.  I think it says that 

motherhood is important and that that role is important.  And I give her great credit for 

this.   

 

DEL. NORTON:  I think the average Democratic woman would agree with you.  I 

must say I agree with you on the black family.  It’s hard to overestimate what it means 

when 70 percent of your kids are born to single mothers.  The sociological term for them 

is “never married women.”  To see this black man and black loving couple, for some of 

us that happens to be very important and I hope it’s important for America because the 

rest of the countries are going the same way.  But I must say – Bonnie knows I disagree 

with her on that.  I don’t see – and I must tell you as an early feminist, as an instinctive 

feminist, one of the things we most objected to – this was even when I was single – is that 

somehow the antifeminists were opposing motherhood, which we also desired, to what 

we wanted to do in the workplace.  And we’ve spent years beating that down.  So I don’t 

think it’s feminist – good feminist philosophy to say, “Oh, so you just want to be a 

mother?”  The woman has nothing to prove.  She’s already proved she can be a career 

woman while having two children.  She’s already proved she can be a mother.  She 

doesn’t have anything to show, except that what she wants to show in the White House.  

 

And I have two little girls and they know what all that spotlights can mean to you.  

How it can turn your head and kill you for the rest of your life.  I would send a message 

to them: don’t think because daddy’s in the White House and mommy has to live here, 



too, that we don’t believe you are the center of the universe – not in America where 

children are talked about, but too little catered to.   

 

MS. BEYER:  That’s right and they have talked about it – Barack Obama, it was 

the driving force of his life that his father was not there and he has made sure as a father 

that he is going to be there for his kids.  This week, as president-elect, second day, where 

was he?  In the parent-teacher conference.   

 

MS. ERBE:  Well, why didn’t they promote that more then?  They’re promoting 

that she’s taking quite frankly what a lot of urban career women will look at as a retro 

role, at least in the beginning of her White House tenure – 

 

(Cross talk.) 

 

MS. ERBE:  – but also – but let’s face it.  Let’s face it.  Women – the same kind 

of women, for example, who are disappointed that Hillary Clinton didn’t leave Bill 

Clinton when she was so publicly humiliated, really admired her – at least in the 

beginning and obviously it turned our wrong with her health care deal – but admired her 

for trying to continue her own career while he had his career, as opposed to giving it up.  

This is what Michelle Obama – this is what Michelle Obama is giving it up, at least for 

now.   

 

MS. BEYER:  That is a new job.  Anyone who doesn’t think it is a job has never 

done it.  My husband ran for governor and I was gone a lot.  And I had to fight with the 

campaign staff all the time, as I saw Michelle do in the last two years, saying “you have 

to protect my family time” because you can lose those kids, especially at that young age.   

 

MS. ERBE:  But Megan, nobody’s – okay, however it worked inside, that’s not 

what the public sees.  What the public sees is her – she’s not saying I will turn the first 

ladyship into a full-time career or a part-time career.  She’s saying, I’m going to be 

mommy-in-chief.   

 

DEL. NORTON:  Bonnie, that’s a different statement.   

 

(Cross talk.)   

 

MS. WOOD:  The public sees a woman who says, “I could do anything I want.  

I’m now married to the most powerful man in the world and I’m choosing to focus it on 

my children.”  I don’t think that’s a bad message to come out of the White House.  I think 

it’s a very good one, especially for a Democrat –  

 

MS. CHAVEZ:  – and particularly for a woman who has been a feminist. 

 

MS. WOOD:  – that’s right.  We’re all been talking here prior to the show about 

the consumerism in America and how we need to get back to basics.  What better role 

model to say I can turn away at $300,000 job which I’ve had before and I’m going to 



focus on my kids.  I think that’s a great thing and I think most Americans, left or right, 

are going to agree with that.   

 

MS. ERBE:  All right.  A four to one against.  (Laughter.)  You guys win.  I lose.  

Behind the headlines, a new study links TV and teen sex. 

 

(Begin video segment.)   

 

A new study confirms parents worried about too much sex on TV may be 

justified.  The RAND Corporation’s study reveals teens who watch more sex saturated 

TV experience higher rates of teen pregnancy.  It found teen viewers of shows featuring 

scenes and dialogues about sex were about twice as likely to become pregnant or 

impregnate a partner before the age of 20.   

 

MS. ANITA CHANDRA:  We know there are many factors that contribute to a 

risk of a teen pregnancy.  And we’re by no means saying that television is the most 

important factor or the only factor, but it’s certainly one factor that should be considered, 

particularly because we accounted for so many other factors in our analysis that we know 

are known risk factors for teen pregnancy.  And we still saw a relationship with television 

exposure that we think in teen pregnancy prevention programs or as we talk to our kids 

about sex that we should talk about the role of the media.   

 

MS. ERBE:  The study’s authors also found sexual content on TV increased while 

they were performing their research.  Persuading TV executives to reduce sexual content 

may be tough, but researchers suggest they rethink the way sex is depicted.   

 

MS. CHANDRA:  We know that TV rarely highlights the risks or responsibilities 

around sex, rarely talks about the potentially negative consequences or gives a balance 

portrayal, so it might lead teens to have sex before they can really make responsible or 

informed decisions.   

 

(End video segment.)   

 

MS. ERBE:  So now we know for sure what we all suspected, which is the more 

sex on TV, the more single teenage unwed mothers we have.  And then on top of that, 

while the survey was being done, sex increased, which just shows you how desperate 

most TV programs are for viewers if it’s the one trick that doesn’t grow old.  So how, if 

at all, do we rein in this monster?   

 

MS. BEYER:  I don’t know.  My child introduced me to a show called “Gossip 

Girl,” which is essentially – it’s like “Sex and the City” for teenage kids.  There are high 

school kids and there’s all kinds of sex in it and it’s clearly just to get ratings.  I think it is 

sad.  I think we should tell our kids they can’t watch these shows and hope that’s 

successful.  I don’t like the idea of censorship, but I think that maybe we shame the 

companies that are associated with the advertisements.  I think it is terrible.   

 



MS. ERBE:  Do you think it’d be better if – at least if they’re going to show sex, 

they show real high school sex, which is usually more awkward than anything else?   

 

(Cross talk.)  

 

MS. ERBE:  – which also would – showing a young girl lonely, desperate, no 

money, by yourself, and with a baby – wouldn’t that – if they were realistic about what 

sex does – 

 

MS. CHAVEZ:  For many years I have sat on the board of a group called the 

Campaign to Prevent Teen Unwanted Pregnancy.  We added unwanted as well.  And we 

have been very actively involved as an organization in dealing with Hollywood, in trying 

to get some of these messages, showing that there are consequences to your actions.  And 

the campaign has been very, very successful.  But the problem is it’s not just the shows.  

You mentioned the advertisements.  I can block certain channels, so that when my 

granddaughters come over they can’t see them, but it’s the advertisements on regular 

normal television.  Every other ad is for sexual dysfunction, Viagra and all those other 

things, and the Victoria’s Secret ads, and – some of those ads have pictures on them that 

you would have seen in girly magazines when I was growing up.  And this is disgusting.   

 

DEL. NORTON:  This – this is the great challenge, I think, of the 21
st
 century.  

We really do now have it – absolute freedom.  And we are a country – I would not put 

my hand up for this – who is virtually absolute – absolutely against censorship.  No, I 

don’t want censorship to deal with this.  And it couldn’t deal with it in any way.  Our 

children are immersed in sex.  The society is immersed in sex.   

 

The way we protected people from this, of course, were all kinds of strictures on 

what you could see, all kinds of ways in which parents had control of children, all kinds 

of religious notions.  Then you got freedom – individual, absolute freedom.  So somehow 

or the other, we are going to have to inculcate in people themselves as to what to accept 

and what to reject for the first time in the history of mankind, womankind on this earth.   

 

You always feel it, now it’s really up to you.  It’s got to begin at the home.  That’s 

why you don’t see me putting down parents and values.  And then it’s got to go up so that 

you have role models like Barack Obama, who’s going to have to come out and say – a 

man who now carries that kind of majesty can say things that would make the network 

shameful – ashamed of themselves.  We’re going to have to have voices that people will 

listen to.   

 

MS. WOOD:  And it’s not just television.  You can’t go through a mall anymore 

with your children walking next to you and the ads you see – whether it’s Victoria’s – but 

it’s not just Victoria’s Secret.  It’s every store.  The ads they have selling clothes, yet 

nobody has any clothes on, which makes some sense, but – then it’s the magazines.  It’s 

the – 

 



MS. ERBE:  But again, bringing reality into this, if they showed most teenagers 

bodies with no clothes on having sex, as opposed to the doctored up ones – (laughter) – 

teens would be running – 

 

MS. WOOD:  But it’s not – they’re not just trying to reach teens obviously, but 

it’s – it’s adult fare that teenagers have to (live in?).  There’re not just programs about 

teenagers – 

 

(Cross talk.)   

 

MS. CHAVEZ:  It doesn’t just have to be censorship.  We can send the message, 

without government getting involved in all, that we don’t want this, that it doesn’t sell.  

That’s what we’ve got to do.   

 

MS. ERBE:  All right.  My solution is reality TV for teens, and they’ll run away.  

(Laughter.)  That’s it for this edition of “To the Contrary.”  Next week, students on drug 

testing.  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) 

 


