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.STX 

 

MS. ERBE:  This week on “To the Contrary,” Senator Clinton: attack ads and the 

web.  Then, today’s moms spend more, not less, time with their kids.  Behind the 



headlines: the retirement of a controversial female activist – Frances Kissling and her 25-

year battle with the Catholic Church.   

 

(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, the web, 

women, and political attack ads.   

 

The first attack ad of the Democratic presidential primary season ran not on TV, 

but was posted online on YouTube this week.  It shows Senator Hillary Clinton projected 

on a futuristic screen watched by an Orwellian, mind-controlled audience.  It parodies a 

1984 Apple computer spot and ends with a reference to Senator Barack Obama, although 

the Obama campaign denies responsibility.   

 

Meanwhile the Clinton campaign is weighing how she can most successfully 

define her candidacy in a way that appeals more to the liberal wing of the party while not 

losing the middle ground.  Does she hurt herself more by attacking Senator Barack 

Obama or just distancing herself from him?  This week, her campaign is pointing out 

both candidates now support pulling American troops out of Iraq.   

 

Ellen Malcolm, founder of Emily’s List, welcome to the panel.   

 

MS. MALCOLM:  Thank you.  

 

MS. ERBE:  Does Senator Clinton face a double or triple standard because she’s a 

woman trying to decide whether to counterattack or not?   

 

MS. MALCOLM:  I don’t think either of the candidates is attacking. I think 

they’re beginning a discussion of the issues and they’re talking about where they want to 

take the country.  

 

MS. HEALY:  Attack is a strategy in politics and maybe having this discussion 

will make people see isn’t this a silly thing?  Let’s stick to the issues.  

 

MS. LANDER:  Yes, I don’t think she faces any problems.  It’s not about black, 

white, man, or woman.  It’s about the issues.   

 

MS. SETMAYER:  Well, of course she does because whether people want to 

admit it or not, political candidates have to be branded, and race and gender oftentimes 

come into play, as it does when you deicide to set the ground rules for what’s acceptable 

in attack adds.  

 

MS. ERBE:  Well, where do we go from here then?  I mean, she did a couple of 

weeks ago, when she was attacked by a supporter of Senator Obama say that she was 



going to come out attacking against anyone who attacked her, much as her husband did 

successfully two times when he ran for president.   

 

MS. MALCOLM:  Well, I think we’re seeing now that we all know what 

happened on the swift boat ads, and I think it’s quite clear that Hillary Clinton is not 

going to just sit there and let that kind of happen to her.  But we’re not talking now about 

that.  What we’re having is a discussion about healthcare, Iraq, and the candidates are 

getting into positions.  Some of their supporters seem to be a little carried away, but the 

candidates themselves right now are sticking to the issues, and I think that’s what we’re 

all looking for.   

 

MS. SETMAYER:  Well, they’re trying to stick to the issues, but in this new day 

and age of the internet and YouTube – I mean, political campaigning has taken on a 

whole new direction here.  This is uncharted territory.  There’s no rules – 

 

MS. ERBE:  Yes.  I mean, what does it do to anybody’s candidacy these days?  

The first major Democratic attack ad anyway ran on the internet and was seen by well 

over a million people, not on TV.   

 

MS. SETMAYER:  And for free.  I mean, political consultants are – they’re going 

to lose money.  But – and it’s a shame because there’s an excellent ad.  They should have 

held it and waited to release it at a time where it would have been most effective.  But, I 

mean, this is just something that I think Hillary Clinton’s campaign has been knocked off 

kilter a little bit because I don’t think that they had expected Obama’s campaign to be this 

adept at putting her on the defensive.  Because she’s been on the defensive an awful lot 

lately, and it’s been difficult for her to – 

 

MS. ERBE:  Well, when you say putting her on the defense – go ahead.  

 

MS. MALCOLM:  Yes, and Senator Obama hasn’t put her on the defensive 

unless you’re saying that that was his ad, which I don’t think it is.   

 

MS. SETMAYER:  Well – 

 

MS. MALCOLM:  I think what is sort of fun is the internet.  And I know all of us 

have the dream spot that we think should be run in the campaign, and I think we’re going 

to see a lot of them this time as people create their own messages and put it up on the 

web.   

 

MS. LANDER:  Well, one have already come – some attack ads against Obama 

have already come out and it’s definitely some nasty attacks against Obama have come 

out – 

 

MS. ERBE:  Attack ads or just attacks?  

 



MS. LANDER:  YouTube ads as well as internet and e-mails and all these things.  

I don’t think that this is going to be the end of this.  I think the supporters – we have to be 

careful: supporters can actually hurt their candidates by being too aggressive in their tone, 

and sets a different tone than the candidate wants.  I don’t think that you – I think Hillary 

should come out.  We should never have a time where we should ever have a swift boat 

situation ever happen again in the Democratic Party.   

 

MS. HEALY:  I think just from the public’s point of view, one of the concerns 

here is that in this new world of media, and all of these sort of para-media avenues, we do 

have a problem with truth.  I mean, what are the facts?  And do we have the means to sift 

that?  Does the public have some arbiter of truth here and if we stick to the facts and stick 

to the truth, we’ll have a happy time.  But I’m concerned that that is really what is in this 

big collision.  And I think it goes way beyond black/white and it goes way beyond this 

particular group of candidates.  

 

MS. ERBE:  But right now, the issue between Senators Obama and Clinton is war 

support – or at least the issue that’s grabbing public attention at the moment is he having 

been against the war pretty much from the beginning, although there are stories leaking 

out saying maybe not.  She voted for the war; now is saying, well, we both want the 

troops out as soon as possible.  How did she define herself hanging on to what we know 

are the extremities of both parties’ vote in the primaries?  For the Democrats, that’s the 

antiwar, progressive wing of the party.  How did she get that vote and hold on to the 

middle ground that she would need to win the general election?   

 

MS. MALCOLM:  Well, I think it’s very clear that Iraq is the number one issue 

on everyone’s minds.  How are we going to get out of this mess that we’re in?  Certainly, 

on the Democratic side there is very little difference between the candidates.  Even 

Senator Obama, when he was not in the Senate when the first vote took place said it 

would have been a tough choice.  He didn’t have the intelligence briefing.  He doesn’t 

know what he would do.  Once it got in the Senate, they’re basically the same.  They 

voted the same.  So Senator Clinton, Senator Obama are talking about where to go in the 

future, and I think that’s really what voters want.   

 

You see now that Hillary Clinton is leading in the polls.  Obviously she’s getting 

a lot of support from Democrats across the board.  And we know Democrats want to end 

the war in Iraq.  Now, the difference is on the Republican side, and this will really 

change, I think, in the general because now all the Republican candidates are supporting 

the Bush policies.  They’re in favor of the surge.  And so the distinction of Iraq is not 

going to be between the Democrats.  It’s going to be between the Democratic nominee 

and the Republican who’s supporting President Bush.   

 

MS. SETMAYER:  Well, you have to get to that point.  And I think that they’re 

having difficulty with controlling their message.  And that’s an aspect that this whole 

thing, I think, is what’s difficult for everyone to figure out how to do that, where before 

everything was very controlled.  You can’t do that now when you have supporters putting 

things on YouTube and with just basic technology that a 12-year-old in their home could 



use with Photoshop.  It’s difficult to control a message, so I think that’s great.  

Absolutely, campaigns should be about the issues, and about where the candidates stand, 

but unfortunately, we’re such an instant gratification – we’re, you know, the 

rubbernecking, train-wreck type of crowd where you can’t help but look at what’s going 

on, and sometimes the important issues – you lose sight of that because you can’t control 

the message.  

 

MS. ERBE:  What are feminists – where are feminists in terms of the 

Clinton/Obama division on the war now?  Because I’m on a lot of different e-mail lists 

from Concerned Women for America to TruthOut and MoveOn.org and the liberal wing 

in the party, which is who votes in the election, is upset with Senator Clinton for 

supporting the war in the beginning and seems to be going toward Barack Obama.   

 

MS. MALCOLM:  I have to tell you, I just came back from the “Ms.” magazine 

cruise and we had these active feminists talking about this day after day after day, and 

what they were saying was exactly that.  They are very upset with Senator Clinton for not 

being vocal about this war and not saying get out of the war immediately in voting for it.  

I will say most of them are really sympathetic, though, too, and they really like her.  They 

respect the fact that she’s a smart person – not a woman, but a smart person.   

 

But I think a lot of them are also feeling like they’re very proud that this woman 

is a viable candidate, which is what I want to hear.  I want us to talk about viable 

candidates.  I hope multiple women are in the race next time – that we won’t have just 

this one woman that we all have to do it for the woman.  I am glad that we have multiple 

candidates that we can talk about.  I do think that she’s going to face some opposition 

with the vote on the war.   

 

MS. ERBE:  Dr. Healy.   

 

MS. HEALY:  I wish the war in Iraq were so simple as I voted right or wrong a 

few years ago.  I think they all seem to have had the same information, members of 

Congress as well as the White House.  It was obviously flawed information.  The fact is 

we’re in a pickle right now and we better start working on this together.  We have troops 

over there.  We have to leave in a way that does not destroy that country, and we have 

some obligations there once we’re there.  And, boy, it’s a shame that the political season 

forces this into attack rather than cooperation.  And I think the public really needs to have 

that kind of recognition that a lot of people made mistakes along the way.  There wasn’t 

always the best wisdom, but what’s the best wisdom today?  How do we go to the – 

(unintelligible)? 

 

MS. MALCOLM:  Can I just add off of that? 

 

MS. ERBE:  Quickly.  

 

MS. MALCOLM:  Because I think one of the things that’s happening in the 

Senate is the Democrats are trying to find common ground with the Republicans to 



change the policies and put pressure on President Bush to change the policies.  There’s a 

tremendous effort now to find common ground and we’re seeing that play out in all these 

resolutions and new ideas and legislation that are coming up.   

 

MS. SETMAYER:  And the problem is that both Hillary and Barack Obama share 

a common constituency and they’re trying to figure out who’s going to win which side.  

 

MS. ERBE:  All right.  From web politics to work life.   

 

The modern, stressed out, work and family juggling mom may be doing better by 

her children than she thinks.  A new University of Maryland study shows mothers today 

actually spend more time with their kids than their own mothers did.  The study dispels 

the widespread misconception of the June Cleaver-era homemaker who devoted most of 

her time to her children.  On average mothers today, most of whom juggle jobs outside 

the home, dedicate more than 14 hours per week to their children.  In 1965, the average 

mother spent four hours less.  And it’s not just mothers spending more time with kids.  In 

2003, fathers reported spending seven hours primarily with their children, up from 2.5 

hours 40 years earlier.   

 

I wan to know if those June Cleaver moms were only spending 10 hours a week 

with their kids, what the heck were they doing the rest of the time? 

 

MS. HEALY:  Well, especially since it wasn’t all housework.  But one of the best 

things that we heard in this report and in this study was that not only are women spending 

40 percent more time with their children, they are doing 40 percent less housework.  

(Laughter.)  

 

MS. ERBE:  And the other really great thing about this is something we talked 

about on this show many times: men are spending more time with their children – lot’s 

more time than their fathers.  Is that ultimately the solution to the work-life juggle if 

parents split childcare duties? 

 

MS. MALCOLM:  Yes.  I think it’s great to see that men are spending more time 

with their children.  I think it’s good for the children, but I think it’s good for the men, 

too.   

 

MS. LANDER:  I totally agree.  As I got older, I noticed that my father spent 

more time – he was participating to activities.  They had a schedule.  He would pick me 

up from activities, so he would spend time with me in the car, so those commutes that 

they’re talking about from activities – it was my dad who knew all about my day and 

what was going on, and they made it a conscious effort.  So I’m glad to see that’s – 

shows up in the data.   

 

MS. ERBE:  Was he unusual for his generation, though? 

 



MS. LANDER:  I don’t know.  It seemed like a lot of my friends – their dads 

were participating either taking them to school or picking up.  My grandfather is the one 

who showed up at parent-teacher meetings with my dad.  I mean, they definitely were 

trying to get all involved.  I think they were excited and they were getting to that point in 

life.   

 

MS. SETMAYER:  Well, I would have been interested if there is more research 

on this, because there just seems – there’s a lot of factors that weren’t taken into account 

in this one study and – but what they did mention – and I come from a single parent 

home, and my mom was phenomenal, and she worked at night so that she could spend 

time with me during the day.  But my mom is an exception because she’s just great.  

(Laughter.)  But anyway – but I had grandparents and I did have a relationship with my 

grandfather who was there and we did things together, and that’s great, but I’m curious to 

see where this comes into play with minority families because we know how many more 

single-parent households there are.   

 

I know in the study that they mentioned that the single mother was the category 

that actually went down in the amount of time spent with her children, which makes 

sense because of all of the responsibilities and not having someone else there to be able to 

partner with.  But, yes, what were they doing in the 1960s that they didn’t have as much 

time?  It seems – I’m curious as to how exactly they defined that time because I find that 

hard to believe.   

 

MS. MALCOLM:  Tara, I think what you’re talking about is how different 

families are from our June Cleaver stereotype of what a family is.   

 

MS. SETMAYER:  Yes, absolutely.  

 

MS. MALCOLM:  And one of the things I think we need to do is find ways to 

help parents – all parents and all the extended family – do this job better.  One of the 

things that’s shocking to me is the Justice Department now is looking at redoing the 

regulations on the Family and Medical Leave Law.  Now, what a great law that has been 

for families, enabling them to protect their job at the same time they have to take care of 

their kids.  We don’t need any changes in that and I hope this kind of effort to make 

things go backwards is going to be stopped right away.  

 

MS. HEALY:  I think mainly this is an issue that’s not political.  I think this is an 

issue that’s not about laws.  They’re not going to make any better parents.  I think it’s 

really about what goes on within the family.  And I think that we have seen remarkable 

and wonderful change in that kids today tend to be much closer to their parents.  They’re 

not embarrassed about going back and living at home for a while before they (get a job 

?).  (Laughter.)  Their parents love to have them around.  I think a lot of the benefit there 

has not been with any law.  I think it’s that wonderful cell phone where you can talk to 

your kids all the time and keep an eye on them, and they actually want to call you back.  

So I think that there have been cultural things that have happened in terms of 

communication in our society.  And also, don’t just look at the snapshot – a relationship 



with a kid, it goes on forever.  It’s not just the first two years or the first 10 years.  I 

mean, you want to have that bond where you and your kids are connected 24 hours a day 

for the rest of both of your lives.   

 

MS. ERBE:  Well, but can you – can women – working moms look at this – and 

full-time homemakers look at this study and say I don’t need to feel guilty anymore about 

not spending enough time with my child?  Because you see all this stuff in the media 

from the women’s magazines to the major newspapers.  

 

(Cross talk.) 

 

MS. HEALY:  My answer is no.  No, because you should always feel guilty as a 

mother.  I mean, that sort of goes with it.   

 

MS. ERBE:  Why? 

 

MS. HEALY:  You always worry: am I doing enough for my children, for my 

family?  That’s part of what being a mother is.  It’s always extending just a little bit more.  

I don’t think that this should give you any comfort.  And remember these are averages.  

Everybody should look into their own family and their life and say, am I doing right?  It 

doesn’t matter the mean is or what my neighbor is doing, but am I doing it right for my 

children?  And I think good moms do it all the time.   

 

MS. MALCOLM:  Yes, but I think the guilt can get overdone.  I mean, I think 

that women do a tremendous job with their kids and they’re taken very seriously and how 

to balance all this.  And they should give themselves a pat on the back on occasion, too, 

and think well, gee, I’m working really hard.  I’m doing what is responsible.  I’m doing 

the best job can.  I think if the women are a little more relaxed, they’re going to be 

happier.  That’s good for the kids, too.   

 

MS. SETMAYER:  Yes.  I mean, women don’t need any more guilt on them for 

anything as it is.  I mean we’re overmedicated as it is most of the time.  I’m not.  I’m 

saying in general, because everyone’s guilty about this or depressed about that.  If you’re 

a mother and you’re a parent, than you now – just like Dr. Healy said – you know what 

needs your children require and how much time you should spend.   

 

In that article, it bothered me that this woman felt guilty about going to a PTA 

meeting and having dinner one night.  That to me means that there’s something going on 

here that there’s just – that’s just ridiculous.  And I think when you start using the words 

guilt and try to quantify what constitutes being a good mother or not, I think it’s different 

for everybody.   

 

MS. ERBE:  All right, we have to move on.  Behind the headlines: this Women’s 

History Month, we look – (video break) – 25 years as president of Catholics for a Fee 

Choice, Frances Kissling has stepped down.  As a feminist, family planning advocate, 

and proponent of the women’s right to choose, her mission was to prove faithful 



Catholics can be pro-choice, but she admits to leaving at a time when the pro-choice 

movement is losing ground.   

 

(Begin video segment.) 

 

FRANCES KISSLING [Former President, Catholics for a Free Choice]:  

Healthcare, particularly women’s reproductive healthcare, seems to be coming 

subordinated to questions around the fetus as a patient or whether or not women can 

make good decisions, so I think women are very challenged in our current society and 

they are challenged by the increasing emphasis on the fetus as an independent and 

separate entity from women.  Women and their fetuses are not in conflict with each other.  

 

MS. ERBE:  And because Kissling believes the focus of the debate has shifted 

from the rights of women to the rights of the fetus, she says pro-choice Catholics will 

have to change their tactics, too.   

 

MS. KISSLING:  We see religion playing a stronger role in politics.  I think we 

are going to have to learn as a pro-choice movement how to be able to talk about both 

women and developing life, and really begin to stress concepts like responsibility as well 

as rights.   

 

MS. ERBE:  Kissling will continue to advocate for abortion rights, but wants the 

next generation to play a larger role.   

 

MS. KISSLING:  We as a movement need to – (video break) – younger men and 

women, and women of color.  And the wonderful thing at Catholics for Free Choice is 

that I am being replaced by a younger man and I think that will be very good for the 

organization.  In terms of issues, I think Catholics for a Free Choice will continue to push 

on issue like condoms to prevent AIDS, and particularly focus on this question of 

separation of church and sate.   

 

MS. ERBE:  While her work in the movement has changed the way many people 

at women and abortion, she says it has also changed the way people look at people of 

faith.   

 

MS. KISSLING:  We are not simply immigrants who blindly follow whatever our 

church leaders tell us.  We are fully integrated citizens in this society, and women in the 

Catholic Church are having the same desire for freedom, for justice, and for recognition 

that women in society do.  I think that my legacy is one that says you can take on the 

Catholic Church, and you can survive.  

 

(End video segment.) 

 

MS. ERBE:  Is it easier, Crystal Lander, to be a person of faith, where it be 

Catholic or Christian or Orthodox Judaism and not believe all church or temple or 

mosque doctrine?   



 

MS. LANDER:  Absolutely, and I think people have been doing it for years.  

Whether anybody wants to admit it or not, abortion has been around since the beginning 

of time, whether you called it abortion, miscarriages – whatever you called it.  It’s been 

around.  It’s not going to stop.  I think people of faith of every nationality will still have 

their abortions with their private medical physicians and, again, I don’t want the 

government involved in those decisions.  Keep your hands off my body.  Keep it out of 

my business.   

 

MS. HEALY:  Well, I think that fundamentally the decision for abortion is 

between a woman and her doctor and her god.  And that is very personal, and it is private, 

and I think that’s what the whole battle has been about women and their right to chose.  It 

is to keep this a personal and private and medical issue, both their physical and emotional 

well-being.  And I think that that – 

 

MS. ERBE:  But politically hasn’t that stand or that philosophy lost ground over 

these last 20 or 25 years? 

 

MS. HEALY:  But it will always be out there.  Whether it has lost ground or not, 

the fact is women still have the right to choose in this country, and women will fight for it 

eternally – women from all religions, all faiths.  This is a critical issue for women.  Right 

not it does not appear to be threatened.  You can say it looks threatened.  Right now it 

doesn’t appear to be threatened, but I do not believe for a minute that Roe v. Wade will 

ever be overturned or that women will lose that right or that doctors will lose that right.   

 

I remember the days in my early medical training where doctors were sent to jail 

for doing abortions, and where women were cast off into Florence Crittenton Homes, and 

had like the “Scarlet Letter,” going off in secrecy.  Those days are gone.  They will not 

return.  Women have to be vigilant, women will lead it, but this is fundamentally a 

medical, a private, a personal issue and we’ve go to get on and move beyond it.   

 

MS. ERBE:  It seems to me, Ellen Malcolm, from where I sit that actually there is 

more control – that there is certainly a greater role for church in government these days 

than there was, say, 20 years ago.  Do you agree with Dr. Healy or do you see it 

differently? 

 

MS. MALCOLM:  Well, let me just take one second to say thank you to Frances 

Kissling, who for 25 years has brought such an interesting and important perspective and 

has been really courageous on this issue.  And I hope she enjoys her next life in what she 

chooses to do.   

 

What we see now is that there is a tremendous support for Roe v. Wade.  If you 

ask, “do you wan to overturn it?”  Two to one voters say no, we do not wan to overturn 

Roe v. Wade.  And in fact, in the 2006 elections we saw voters saying, look, I don’t want 

to get involved in all these issues out there of choice and gay marriage; I want to deal 

with issues like healthcare, jobs, and Iraq.  And so the influence of the more religious 



agenda really dissipated in this election.  I think we’ll se that again in 2008 as people 

really continue the change message that they’re sending to politicians.   

 

MS. SETMAYER:  Well, I think the potential dichotomy or hypocrisy between 

faith and being for choice – I think that’s something that will always exit because there 

are people that are so strongly convicted about this issue.  And I think that Frances 

Kissling raises a fascinating dichotomy here about how – the issue of is she a good 

Catholic or a bad Catholic because she advocates for issues that seem to be in opposition 

to what Catholics believe biblically.  And it’s the same thing – that type of potential 

hypocrisies on the same sides, and on other denominations.   

 

MS. ERBE:  But do you think it is possible?  She’s, by the way, gotten death 

threats for her beliefs.  She has – we didn’t run a piece of tape that we had that we ran 

years ago in another story.  She was on C-SPAN in the early ‘80s, and she and Reverend 

Falwell called in and said you call yourselves Catholics for a Free Choice.  You’re not 

Catholic, you’re pro-abortion.  You can’t possibly be a Catholic and she spat back at him, 

excuse me, who are you to – being Catholic is not a club.  I am what religion I choose to 

be, and you’re not in a position to tell me what I am and I’m not.  

 

MS. SETMAYER:  He certainly is not.  (Laughter.)  

 

MS. ERBE:  But there are a lot of people who believe that is.  

 

MS. SETMAYER:  No, absolutely.  And that was the point I was making – is that 

there is just as much of that potential hypocrisy on the other side where you’ve got gay 

pastors and everything else.  So this is why it is ultimately – you can only be judged by 

God, and that – and she can only make the decision whether she’s a real Catholic or not.  

It’s really not up to us to point fingers for that.   

 

MS. ERBE:  All right, but it is up to me.  We’re out of time.  We’ve got to run.  

That’s it for this edition of “To the Contrary.”  Next week, “Working Mother” 

magazine’s list of best small companies.  And please join us on the web for “To the 

Contrary” Extra.  Whether your views are in agreement or to the contrary, please join us 

next time. 

 

(END) 


