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MS. ERBE:  This week on To the Contrary, protecting women’s online privacy, 

then transgender athletes change the face of sports.  Behind the headlines, female Islam in 
America.           

 
(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, tracking women online.   
 
Women are the majority of online shoppers generally and this holiday season 

especially, as well as the majority of social networkers.  As such, women are also the 
biggest target of both online advertisers and cyber stockers.  But a new proposal from the 
Federal Trade Commission or the FTC could help women fight off unwanted attention 
from both.  This week, the FTC recommended the development of a “do not track” 
system for the internet, allowing users to avoid having their online activity monitored.  
Federal regulators want web surfers to have the power to opt out of targeted ads and 
prevent companies from tracking their browsing habits.  Similar to the national “do not 
call” registry, which faced objections from telemarketers, the FTC is already fielding 
criticism from the $23 billion online advertising industry.  Marketers claim a “do not 
track” tool will kill business.  The FTC is recommending the industry take action soon or 
Congress may have to tackle the issue with legislation.   

 
So Genevieve Wood, how do you feel about being tracked?   
 
MS. WOOD:  I don’t always like it, but by and large, I say, look, the same people 

tracking you offline to get you to buy something are the same people tracking you online 
to buy something.  And the level of annoyance depends on how good the marketing is.   

 
MS. CARNAHAN:  I hate it and I don’t want my government tracking me and I 

don’t want corporate America tracking me.   
 
MS. KENNEDY:  And I have to say I agree with you.  Whether it’s private sector 

or the federal government, I don’t want anyone tracking me and I can’t believe I actually 
agree with the FTC in possibly getting us a “do not email me” list.  (Laughter.)   

 
MS. MEMARSADEGHI:  I actually have loved it so far.  I love getting online 

and seeing books and other things that I know I’m going to enjoy being recommended to 
me.   

 
MS. ERBE:  Okay, but doesn’t that also, in your case, come with – because I 

know it’s coming in mine and I have to say it’s driving me craze.  I hate ads.  I hate ads.  
I hate billboards in metro stations in airports.  I hate being clobbered by advertising when 
you go down the Times Square and – 



 
MS. WOOD:  Bonnie, it’s America, please.   
 
MS. ERBE:  – gross, it is gross.  Hasn’t always been America?  And now that 

every time – 
 
(Cross talk.)   
 
MS. ERBE:  – no, it has not.  I grew up in New York City.  I can tell you.  It was 

not as intense when I was a teenager in the city.  And if you look at the start pictures, it 
has not always been like that.  But the fact is that – I just got an Android.  I had to 
download an app to search in my own contacts and calendar files.  The app that I 
downloaded now, every time I open it, has an ad.  I want it out of my life.  You don’t feel 
like every time you go online, at least half your emails are ads and – 

 
MS. MEMARSADEGHI:  Honestly, I don’t – 
 
MS. ERBE:  – I think it’s gone crazy.   
 
MS. MEMARSADEGHI:  – I don’t even notice the ones that don’t appeal to me.  

The things that don’t appeal to me, I don’t see.  I don’t see the things on the side of my 
Facebook profile, for example, that don’t appeal to me.  But I really like going on 
Amazon and knowing – my favorite authors, what’s coming up with them or what have 
they already released.  Or I really like that on Netflix; I don’t have to say what movies I 
enjoyed already.  They know based on the choices I’ve made already what I should watch 
next.  Those are the things – 

 
MS. ERBE:  How do you know?  How do you know that they’re not excluding 

because they got more money from one producer than another, that you’re purposely not 
getting informed about movies you actually – 

 
MS. WOOD:  But that already happens with advertising.  Whoever buys the space 

gets it.  Like the app that you mentioned.  Did you pay for the app?   
 
MS. ERBE:  No.  It’s free.   
 
MS. WOOD:  It’s free, so they get the chance to advertise.  If you paid for the ad, 

you would have to – look, we all have choices in advertising and how much we allow to 
come to each.  You can opt out of a lot of things.  Yes, it takes time to do it.  But it’s just 
like advertising that around all of us.  Shed your kids from it, you have to turn the TV off 
or make sure they’re not reading this or watching too much of that – 

 
MS. ERBE:  But wait a second – I want to get back to it, Genevieve – there was 

no warning, when I downloaded this app that because it was free, I was going to get 
tracked.  And secondly, I have paid – 

 



MS. WOOD:  There was a statement somewhere – 
 
MS. ERBE:  – I have paid – no, there was not because I looked for that stuff.  

(Laughter.)  I paid for apps that also tracked me, so it’s not true that if – 
 
MS. WOOD:  – they track you, but I’m just saying you wouldn’t get the 

advertising pops that you’re getting – 
 
MS. ERBE:  – yes, you do.  That’s – 
 
MS. WOOD:  – well, then you’re buying the wrong apps.  I don’t know what to 

tell you.  I haven’t had that problem.   
 
MS. KENNEDY:  The shopping, you can kind of take like, like I don’t have a 

problem with Amazon, if that’s what you use a lot because they know kind of your 
choices.  But what bothers me if it goes to the next level, when they start selling it to 
other advertisers or more particularly with medical research.  I just found out I have 
arthritis.  So I’m always on these websites looking at this and looking at that.  I don’t 
want to get a billion ads from Pfizer or any other company about their products.  That’s 
not what I want to receive unless I opt to choose to have that.  And so it does bother me 
that I’m being monitored and watched.  And some say, “oh, I must be old lady because I 
have arthritis, so let’s start sending her stuff on AARP and all kinds of other generic 
things like that.”   

 
MS. CARNAHAN:  Or maybe there’re going to be companies that are going to 

buy information about you like insurance companies to be looking at what have you been 
looking at online.   

 
MS. KENNEDY:  Exactly.   
 
MS. CARNAHAN:  As they’re looking to whether or not cover your policy.   
 
MS. KENNEDY:  Absolutely.   
 
MS. WOOD:  But I just think we have to look at it.  This is nothing new about 

this.  I personally work for a policy organization – 
 
MS. ERBE:  Wait, wait, wait, wait, wait, wait.  (Laughter.)  There is new because 

the internet has not – was not as ad-intensive five years ago as it has become.  It’s 
promotional.  It’s a sea of nonstop pushing you to buy – 

 
MS. WOOD:  – Bonnie, television wasn’t as advertising driven as it is today.  The 

internet – 
 
(Cross talk.)   
 



MS. WOOD:  – this free thing called the internet going to pay for itself.   
 
(Cross talk.)   
 
MS. WOOD:  – newspapers that are out, going online, going to pay for the fact 

nobody has to pay to subscribe to them.  It’s called advertising.  This – it’s a 
transformation we’re going through here.  And I understand you’re thinking about not 
wanting to get all these publications, but any probably nonprofit you join, all of a sudden 
you start getting stuff from other nonprofits, too, because they – this it not new to 
Amazon.com or somebody – and they’ve been doing this forever.   

 
MS. KENNEDY:  And are we distinguishing – my question was are we 

distinguishing between the pop-ups versus the email because pop-ups, they drive you 
crazy, but you can kind of zone those out.  But when you start getting the email Viagra 
and guy or crazy stuff, how – that bothers me more than spam, more than just a little 
popup here.  I can tolerate that.  But when you start – 

 
MS. ERBE:  I love the ads asking me if I want to enlarge an organ I don’t possess.  

(Laughter.)   
 
MS. MEMARSADEGHI:  But you can disable the pop-ups and the spam.  In 

Gmail, with a few clicks, you can be rid of that, at least where we are right now with the 
technology, I think it’s manageable.   

 
MS. ERBE:  All right, well let’s get into, for a second, here the government.  You 

want the government or you don’t want the government regulating – 
 
MS. CARNAHAN:  I don’t want the government – oh, yes, I would not be 

opposed to the government regulating it.  Just like the government’s done the no call list.   
 
MS. KENNEDY:  Right.  I agree with you wholeheartedly.  To the point where 

they can say, “you can opt out in this general sector,” then do so.  But I don’t want the 
government micromanaging a step after that.  I just want them to be able to say, “hey, 
advertisers, this person doesn’t want to be contacted.  Don’t contact them.”  I’m 
physically bombarded with magazines.  My mailbox gets so stuffed with magazines.  The 
mailman has to take it back to the post office because of all these lists.   

 
MS. WOOD:  So the post office doesn’t even know how to handle that, which is a 

government – 
 
(Cross talk.)  
 
MS. MEMARSADEGHI:  I think that nonprofits and good causes will make use, 

have already made use of the same technology and the same tracking.  And I don’t think 
we’d be opposed to that.  And so I think that for that reason and for the reason I already 



mentioned about just liking my preferences being out there, not having a problem with 
that, I think it’s fine.   

 
MS. WOOD:  There was a big debate when spyware first came on the scene that 

the government needed to step in and regulate that because a lot of the spyware wasn’t 
good stuff.  Private market place figured it out.  Now, we all have anti – spyware on the 
computer that keep us away from viruses and alike.  I think the private market place will 
help figure this out as well.  We don’t need the government.  For heaven’s sake, they got 
plenty of other stuff they should be doing.   

 
MS. ERBE:  All right.  And my last word is that when you’re being sold on 

something that literally is in your pocket book, that’s a little bit beyond my zone of 
privacy.  But from women online to transgender athletes. 

 
Competitive sports are traditionally segregated by gender.  But transgender 

athletes are causing sports officials to rethink gender rules on and off the field.  This 
week, the Ladies Professional Golf Association voted to remove its “female at birth” 
requirement and allow transgender golfers to compete.  The LPGA’s decision is in 
response to a lawsuit filed by Lana Lawless, a transgender woman, who says the rule 
violated California’s civil rights law.  Several sports organizations have already changed 
their rules to allow transgender people to compete, including the International Olympic 
Committee, and the Women’s Tennis Association.   

 
Last month, Kye Allums, a female to male transgender student at George 

Washington University captured national attention when he announced he will continue 
to play on the school’s women’s basketball team.  The 21-year old junior is the first 
known transgender person to compete in Division I college basketball.   

 
Some gender experts predict an increase in the number of transgendered athletes 

due to changing social norms and more young people coming out.   
 
MS. ERBE:  So Judge Carnahan, your thoughts.   
 
MS. CARNAHAN:  This is a tough one.  Our sports system is based on gender.  

And there’s a reason we have women sports and men sports.  And it’s to level the playing 
field for our athletes.  I think we’re opening a door here where that playing field is going 
to be gone.  Perhaps if we’re going to do this, we should say there are no women sports, 
there are no men sports.  There are just sports.  And that’s the problem that I see with this 
ruling.   

 
MS. KENNEDY:  That athlete, by the way – I had to go back and research 

because does transgender mean you had a surgery or didn’t.  She – he didn’t have 
surgery.  He’s pre-operative assignment.  So physically, he’s still a woman.  And so if 
he’s a woman, he should play a women’s game.   

 
MS. ERBE:  Except a woman taking a lot of men’s hormones, right?      



 
MS. KENNEDY:  Yes.  But, yes, that’s true, but I don’t think you get more of an 

advantage going from female to male as you do from male to female because the 
testosterone, all of the strength, the speed is already in the genetics as a man.  When you 
come over the other way, I think you’re less – you may get faster and you may get a little 
stronger, but you’ll never be a man in terms of from birth.  That’s what I’m talking about.  
So I’m a little – I don’t know.  I’m perplexed about how to handle this.  I think if you’re 
genetically one sex, you need to stay with that group of people that you play athlete – 

 
MS. ERBE:  Well, but for example, Mariam, the LPGA said this week in ruling in 

favor of the transgender female, meaning he was born as a man and she is now 
transgender, having had testosterone in formerly his system for however many years, and 
then switching to female hormones, not as a child, but later in life.  That as long as it was 
two years post-operation, he can play in the LPGA.  So should it matter, for example, in 
the case of the Division I now woman – now woman, right?   

 
MS. KENNEDY:  Yes. 
 
MS. ERBE:  Okay.  No, she – 
 
MS. KENNEDY:  Physically a woman.  (Laughter.)   
 
MS. WOOD:  Listen to the conversation.  Look, if people wouldn’t change – you 

are born a woman, I want to be a man – that’s up to them and they have the right to do 
that.  I don’t think they have the right to step into a women’s, in this case, team, and say 
“all the rest of you have to play by my rules.”  Who’s being discriminated against here?  
How about all the women sports where former guys can now come in and be on the 
team?  And I’m sorry, most – I would argue, whether they’ve sex changes or not, because 
they’re taking this testosterone or they’ve had it, they – guys, in general, tend to be 
stronger.  And just having sex change that does not change all of that.   

 
MS. ERBE:  Okay, but here’s the science to it, okay, because I want to stick to the 

scientific reasons.  What the LPGA said was that a transgendered female born as a man, 
as this guy was – formerly was – was a policeman – had testosterone flowing through – 
naturally, and as a result got muscle mass – bigger muscles and bigger bones.  That’s 
what testosterone does to you.  It was a matter of science, okay?  Then in his, whatever, 
20s or 30s, starts taking more estrogen, but they said if it’s two years post-operation, 
when presumably the estrogen would have had enough time to at least lower his muscle 
mass if not make him shorter somehow.  That’s why they set that rule up.  What’s wrong 
with that?   

 
MS. WOOD:  Well, I don’t know where all the science is on that.  How many 

cases did they have to actually check out here?  And one of the people who actually was 
in the “USA Today” article on this, who was older and he said, “look, if you’re coming 
and you’re much older a man, now playing a women sport, okay, maybe so.”  But he, 
himself, who had changed that – I think men changing the women had more power in 



these sports.  And he was somebody who had done it.  So that’s science, too.  He actually 
was there and did it.  I just don’t think you got a whole science group here to look at yet 
to make a case.   

 
MS. MEMARSADEGHI:  I think that what we started the conversation with is 

very important that the sports industry and also sports at a very young age is sex 
segregated and I kind of think back to Iran, where I was born, and how women are so 
categorized and limited in which sports they can play, what they can look like when 
they’re playing.  They’re severely limited from participating in international sports.  And 
I just think that this pushes the boundaries maybe in a way that I don’t agree with either, 
but I think the fact that we live in a country where something like this is even being 
talked about, pushes the bounds of what people accept as what gender is and what sex is.  
And I think just having this conversation can be ultimately empowering to both genders.   

 
MS. ERBE:  All right, behind the headlines, political Islam and political 

correctness.  Author and former Muslim Ayaan Hirsi Ali thinks America’s desire to be 
politically correct may be putting us at risk and says so in her new book, “Nomad.”  Ali 
says the U.S. and other developed nations need to know where to draw the line.   

 
(Begin video segment.)   
 
MS. AYAAN HIRSI ALI:  What we need to know is to compete for the hearts 

and minds of the Muslim demography, whether it’s in America, in Europe, or outside, to 
compete and provide Muslims with an alternative source of morality.  And I think that 
what – we’ve been focusing a lot on what the military does, stopping terrorists, all kinds 
of security measures, the whole thing is handed to the law enforcement officials.  But we 
as citizens, when it comes to the battle of ideas, I think that we should reach out to 
Muslims, invite them to see the flaws of political Islam, a society based on Sharia.  How 
does that look like?  What does it mean for women?  What does it mean for religious 
minorities?  What does it mean for gay people?  And isn’t it more attractive to convert to 
something else?   

 
MS. ERBE:  These are the questions Hirsi Ali had to ask herself.  Born and raised 

a devout Muslim, she was something of an anomaly.  She attended school in African 
countries and Saudi Arabia, where many Muslim women are traditionally not educated.   

 
MS. ALI:  Now, I remember discussions between my father and my mother, when 

my mother was the one who made the argument to remove us from school before we 
reach the age of menstruation.  And her argument was girls who are sent to school 
develop a big mouth and they talk back.  And that’s exactly what happened.  The more 
we stayed in school, the more we learned how to, not only observe and experience 
inequalities, but also how to articulate those inwards and in our minds, ideas.  And I think 
that that’s – that decision made by my father to send me to school is ultimately what 
emancipated me, not only from the tradition of my clan system, but ultimately also from 
the – what I consider to be the oppressive side of Islam.   

 



MS. ERBE:  Now an atheist, Hirsi Ali’s rejection of Islam has come at a cost.   
 
MS. ALI:  You can, for instance leave the Christian faith with impunity, the 

Jewish faith with impunity.  But that most ex-Muslims I know like me live with security 
or in hiding.  When they write, they use pseudonyms.  They hide their addresses and they 
do that from, again, Muslims who feel that they have to apply the command that those 
who leave Islam should be killed.   

 
MS. ERBE:  She says many Muslim immigrants, especially women, wrestle with 

practicing their faith in America.   
 
MS. ALI:  What upsets me is that millions of Muslims are painted as if they are 

all barbaric, savage people who can only go out when some crazy man threatens to bomb 
the Koran, who will go out and engage in violent acts.  They don’t.  The biggest response 
I get is one that says I condemn the violence, but I also want to be a Muslim and how do I 
balance that?   

 
MS. ERBE:  In “Nomad,” Hirsi Ali calls on the feminist movement, churches, 

and educational institutions in America to reach out to these vulnerable Muslim women 
before radical political Islamists get to them.  In 2007, she established the AHA 
Foundation, which aims to help protect and defend the rights of Muslim women in 
Western countries.   

 
MS. ALI:  Some women are just three or four years away from becoming fully 

independent in their careers.  Others are young girls who are just 14 and 15 and who are 
being threatened to be deported by their own family from the country to the parents’ 
country of origin and forced into marriage.  The women I’m talking about – young girls 
I’m talking about don’t want to leave Islam, but they want to lead lives that seem 
attractive to them, like other American women.  They want to choose who they want to 
date.  They want to go to college.  They want to refuse the men that their families choose 
for them.  And these are the women who have really nowhere to go.   

 
(End video segment.)   
 
MS. ERBE:  Mariam, as a Muslim, as an Iranian born person, do you agree with 

her?  Is our tactics toward immigrant women here in particularly wrong?  Should we be 
in essence proselytizing them the way, she says, radical Muslims may be doing?   

 
MS. MEMARSADEGHI:  Proselytizing, no, but I do agree with Ayaan Hirsi Ali 

in that we as Americans need to take more seriously the subjugation of women in the 
name of Islam, including Muslim Americans, so people living here, who are forced by 
their families or by their cultures within America or the faith tradition within America to 
be what – typically in America or constitutionally in America is just not accepted.  
Basically women in America are equal, equal citizens.  And we should not be opened to 
either culturally or legally Sharia and Islamic practices that sacrifice that equality in any 
way.  We should not be open to that and allowing that.  And we shouldn’t convince – we 



shouldn’t confuse that with multiculturalism or respect for religious difference or being 
open to immigration.  That’s one thing and that’s something that we should be extremely 
proud of as a country, but it’s another thing to say, “well, yes, you’re Muslim, so your 
father should decide what you wear and your husband should prevent you from going out 
at certain times, or you shouldn’t have the same educational opportunities as your 
brother, or you shouldn’t get to choose your career.”  Now, this is America and you want 
to live here, then you really respect that boys and girls have the same rights and the same 
opportunities.   

 
MS. KENNEDY:  That’s powerful and I agree with you.  I – this is a wonderful 

country – 
 
MS. ERBE:  How do you accomplish it without intruding on a number of 

person’s religion or culture?        
 
MS. KENNEDY:  – well, I was just – proselytizing, I don’t agree with, but I do 

understand where you – I do understand where you’re coming from, Bonnie, because we 
as Americans talk about how we’re free to practice the religion that we want and then 
we’re going to say, “well, you can’t practice it the way you want.  You can practice it, but 
not that way.”  So there’s has to be a balancing act.  But not only do we need to educate – 
well, it would be great to educate these women understand they do have opportunity here.  
This is America and they are free human beings.  But also I think we do need to educate 
unfortunately some of our own American counterparts because I think everyone’s all 
wrapped up in the war against Islam and that’s important in and of itself, but the fact to 
the matter is we have a society of Muslims who follow Sharia law and believe that it 
should be practiced, not only with the Muslim women, but also Westerners as a whole.  
So I think, in that sense, we need to open the dialogue up so that even Americans 
understand it’s not just about a war in another country thousands of miles away from us.  
We need to look at the teenage girls who are being killed by their fathers because they 
want to date American boys or non-Muslim boys.  We need to look at those types of 
cases that are happening right here in America.   

 
MS. CARNAHAN:  When I was an assistant prosecuting attorney, we actually 

had a case where a father killed his daughter because she was dating outside the Muslim 
religion.  And it was caught on tape.  The FBI was already wiretapping the family.  And 
that was prosecuted.  And it has to be prosecuted.  This is America.  We have told people 
all the – 

 
MS. ERBE:  But she’s talking about much more preemptive action.  She’s talking 

about getting in there before the murder happens.   
 
MS. CARNAHAN:  – I agree and I think she’s right.  We told men you can’t have 

more than one wife.  We – the laws of this country come first.  If you can practice your 
religion within the laws of this country, great.  If a 14 or 15-year old girl needs to go to 
court and get an order protection, she should be able to do that, no matter what her 
religion says.   



 
MS. ERBE:  It’s not at all realistic if the family’s trying to repress her and – well, 

anyway.  I am – we are out of time.  I wish we had more time.  But that’s it for this 
edition of To the Contrary.  Next week, women making movies.  Please join us on the 
web for the “To the Contrary Extra.”  Whether your views are in agreement or to the 
contrary, please join us next time.   

 
(END) 


