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MS. ERBE:  This week on To the Contrary, Democrats and Republicans compete 

for women’s votes.  Then, celebrating 90 years of women’s national right to vote.  

Behind the headlines: Republican Senator Susan Collins and Democratic Senator Maria 

Cantwell team up to slow down the effects of climate change.    

 

(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 fight for women’s 

votes. 

 

With midterm elections two and a half months away, Republicans and Democrats 

are launching an all-out competition for women’s votes.  Democrats are deploying First 

Lady Michelle Obama.  In September, the first lady will hit the campaign trail stumping 

for Democratic congressional candidates in tight races.  Mrs. Obama isn’t expected to 

deliver a message that’s too partisan, instead focusing on the president and Congress’ 

legislative accomplishments.  But, will that be enough to win over women?  Democrats 

may have a tough time competing with Sarah Palin and her Mama Grizzlies.  Just this 

week, she endorsed seven more women running for office.  In response, Emily’s List, 

which raises money for pro-choice Democratic female candidates, launched a counter 

campaign called “Sarah Doesn’t Speak for Me.” 

 

So, Congresswoman Norton, so far, who’s doing a better job of reaching out to 

female voters: the Democrats or the Republicans? 

 

DEL. NORTON:  Bonnie, Republicans just showed up for women so they get to 

play.  Democrats continue to do the work. 

 

MS. CZARNECKI:  I think neither is doing a very good job.  I’d like to see a 

fresh, more energized approach of both parties in attracting women. 

 

MS. HENNEBERGER:  I’m glad the Republicans are at least starting to try.  

Until recently, about all they did was the slogan, W is for women.  So at least they are 

realizing that they have to recruit more female candidates. 

 

MS. SMITH:  Republicans have women running in record numbers.  These 

people are mothers.  They’re entrepreneurs.  They’re sisters.  They’re family people.  

And they saw the economy going in the tank and so they’ve thrown their hats in the ring 

and we’ve done a great job. 

 

MS. ERBE:  All right.  But it’s also true that fewer of these Republican women, 

yourself included, are women – and, you know, I think everybody salutes you for 

running. 



 

MS. SMITH:  Thank you. 

 

MS. ERBE:  But fewer of them are winning their primaries.  So does that mean 

that the RNC reached out on a candidate level but not enough and not –  

 

MS. SMITH:  Bonnie, these races are not won from the top down.  They’re won 

from the bottom up.  I went home from D.C. and although I had gone home numerous 

times – I moved home from D.C.  I’m 26-years-old.  I had about three months to do it.  

So the reasons why I lost I think have very little to do with the fact that I’m a female. 

 

MS. ERBE:  Well, when you are at home in Arkansas did you – and you spoke to 

the voters, did Republican women – did women generally feel that the GOP was reaching 

out to them? 

 

MS. SMITH:  Absolutely.  I actually got a lot of support.  One of the groups that I 

got was the Susan B. Anthony List.  I got that huge endorsement.  I got the endorsement 

of the statewide newspaper there in Arkansas.  I got the endorsement of people like Newt 

Gingrich and (Mary Magdalene ?).  I had a lot of support.  But, again, one more time – 

elections are won from the bottom up, not the top down.  And so that’s one of the lessons 

I learned. 

 

DEL. NORTON:  Republicans don’t run as women so they really don’t (serve ?) 

the women’s vote.  I mean, it’s all right to run like we all run and all of us run for 

everybody.  But if you want to appeal to the female votes, you’ve got to say something to 

women.  And I don’t hear Republicans saying anything to women.  This notion of 

Mommy Grizzlies doesn’t talk to women.  How is that a female matter? 

 

MS. SMITH:  Sarah Palin is not the number one spokesperson for the Republican 

Party.  And I tell you what –  

 

MS. HENNEBERGER (?):  I’m not sure she’s aware of that. 

 

MS. SMITH (?):  When November 2
nd

 rolls around, you will see record number 

of women going to the polls to vote for conservatives. 

 

DEL. NORTON:  Who is the number one spokesman for the Republican Party if 

not Sarah Palin?  Who in the world is the number one spokesman for the Republican 

Party? 

 

MS. HENNEBERGER:  She’s certainly been number one for – (inaudible) – of 

this whole Mama Grizzly idea.  And I thought that this week she may have finally gone 

too far and overplayed her hand. 

 

MS. ERBE:  Now, wait.  Why, Melinda? 

 



MS. HENNEBERGER:  Because this thing about – talk about an unforced error – 

she sides with Laura Schlessinger after she’s gone on this completely inappropriate 

racists tirade, Sarah Palin says it’s about our First Amendment rights to say the N word 

even more.  I mean, that I don’t see as a big issue women can relate to. 

 

MS. ERBE:  What’s that going to do with her appeal to Republican women 

voters? 

 

MS. CZARNECKI:  There are a lot of people in the Republican Party who like 

Sarah Palin and her endorsement is a big deal for them.  And it takes obscure candidates 

and puts them on a national platform and attracts more money so it’s doing a lot for the 

candidates that she is endorsing. 

 

MS. HENNEBERGER (?):  They aren’t winning though. 

 

MS. CZARNECKI:  But the thing is they’re getting more exposure –  

 

DEL. NORTON:  Not women necessarily. 

 

MS. CZARNECKI:  – they’re getting more funding in their coffers.  I mean, 

really is helping a lot of candidates.  Whether you’re an advocate for Sarah Palin or not, 

she’s doing a lot to help party candidates, whether it’s someone like you or anybody else 

that she’s endorsed.  

 

MS. SMITH (?):  You actually just kind of made the point that all of Sarah Palin’s 

candidates did not win a Republican primary so this should show you that she is not the 

key spokesperson for the Republican Party.   

 

(Cross talk.) 

 

MS. :  That doesn’t mean she has a magic wand. 

 

MS. SMITH (?):  The Republicans think for themselves and like I said, November 

2
nd

 is coming. 

 

MS. ERBE:  All right.  I want to switch over – give some time to Michelle Obama 

going out on the campaign trail.  Both her numbers and her husband’s numbers early this 

week dropped to 44 percent, his approval rating.  Her numbers are dropping.  Going out 

on the campaign trail – is it going to, A, help her and her image if she becomes more 

partisan, which she has to be if she’s stumping for people running for office; and 

secondly, will she help the people running for office? 

 

DEL. NORTON:  She will not become more partisan.  I don’t think that Laura 

Bush became more partisan when she got on the campaign trail.  If you know how to do 

it, you won’t.  Look, what is she – some kind of political virgin that she’s not to be used 

when she’s needed?  It’s possible to do this without sounding terribly partisan.  Look at 



the issues that are the issues out in front for her.  She’s supposed to attract people to it.  

She’s supposed to soften his image and she’s supposed to soften all the Democrats are up 

against.  Sure, use her. 

 

MS. CZARNECKI:  I think it’s very interesting that she’s gone on the campaign 

trail.  She had a week of negative press very recently for her very lavish trip to Spain.  

But I will say that I personally like seeing a first lady out on the campaign trail assisting 

some candidates.  She will not be useful to them all.  But there’s a fine line you have to 

walk between taking your – whether it’s the anti-obesity campaign or other issues and 

starting to stump for candidates.  I think you’re very right.  She’s not going to make it 

overtly political because it will affect her and it will affect those candidates too. 

 

MS. ERBE:  But how can she – she’s going to talk about healthcare reform.  How 

can that not be political?  People either love it or they hate it. 

 

MS. HENNEBERGER (?):  Easy.  If anyone can do it, she can.   

 

MS. :  I think so too. 

 

MS. HENNEBERGER (?):  I think she’s had a lot more in common with Laura 

Bush than people expected her to.  She’s talked about eating right.  Oh, wow, who’s 

going to be against that?  You know, she’s talked about exercise for kids, military 

families.  These all are issues that are non-partisan.  She is so careful about every word 

out of her mouth.  One reason that the Spain trip got so much flak is that it was such a 

departure for her to do something that was kind of a PR negative.  And her numbers 

haven’t taken much of a hit so I think she’s an alloyed plus. 

 

MS. CZARNECKI:  But she’s also spent two years rehabilitating her image from 

those remarks a couple of years ago where she was –  

 

MS. HENNEBERGER (?):  That’s the very last time that anything like that 

happened. 

 

DEL. NORTON:  It didn’t take two years.  It didn’t take two years. 

 

MS. CZARNECKI:  It’s taken approximately two years.  Yes.  It has. 

 

DEL. NORTON:  So she’s been up in the polls for a very long time. 

 

MS. SMITH:  I think – look, anytime you have a spouse like Michelle Obama, 

and again, who I fundamentally disagree with ideologically but she is a very intelligent 

women.  She does by all appearances seem to be a good mother.  If she’s out there 

advocating the principles that her husband is pushing, it is bound to somewhat help them.  

But, again, I think the bigger issue here is the issues that’s she pushing.  If she’s out there 

pushing that highly unpopular healthcare bill, if she’s out there pushing cap and trade, she 

is now putting herself into the political arena and you’re making yourself fodder for 



whoever wants to get out there and start criticizing you.  Now, when you stay out of it, 

you can always have the argument of, leave my family alone.  But now, if she jumps into 

this, okay, she’s jumping into making herself political again. 

 

DEL. NORTON:  Let me tell you what she’s going to jump into.  She’s going to 

be out there advocating just like Sarah Palin who was advocating for you. 

 

MS. SMITH:  Sarah Palin is not a spouse.   

 

DEL. NORTON:  Wait.  Wait.  Wait.  I will get this out of my mouth.   

 

(Cross talk.) 

 

DEL. NORTON:  I will get this out of my mouth.   

 

MS. SMITH:  Okay.  Okay. 

 

DEL. NORTON:  What she will be jumping into is the candidate.  She will be 

talking about this candidate and all that this candidate has done for this district. 

 

MS. :  That’s right.   

 

DEL. NORTON:  She will –  

 

MS. :  This country. 

 

DEL. NORTON:  She will hit on issues in his district –  

 

MS. :  And it’s partisan. 

 

DEL. NORTON:  And his district. 

 

MS. :  It is still partisan. 

 

DEL. NORTON:  And she will hit on the things that in fact will draw in the 

largest number from that district.  These people know what they’re doing politically. 

 

MS. :  And where is she going to go?   

 

MS. :  We’ll see. 

 

MS. :  She’s going to be stumping for Barbara Boxer.  Of course it’s going to 

be a very friendly audience for her. 

 

MS. ERBE:  All right.  From the midterm election to women’s suffrage.   

 



(Begin video segment.) 

 

MS. ERBE:  This week marks the 90
th

 anniversary of women’s suffrage.  Since 

ratification of the 19
th

 Amendment to the Constitution, women have run for mayor, for 

president and everything in between.  Today, 17 women serve in the U.S. Senate and 73 

in the U.S. House of Representatives with one running a congressional chamber as House 

speaker.  Outside of politics, more women are populating corporate boards and running 

more companies.  They comprise more than one half of the nation’s college student body 

and for a brief time this year, the majority of American workers.  Even so, women 

continue to earn less than men – 77 cents for every dollar.  A new poll finds more than 

half of Americans believe the U.S. still has a long way to go to reach complete gender 

equality.   

 

MS. :  I’m in the same generation as Michelle Obama, in my 40s, and my 

generation has had exactly one thing happen on our watch.  That was the Family Medical 

Leave Act.  That was back in 1993.  That was 17 years ago.  And we didn’t really fight 

for that.  It was given to us.  And women’s suffrage was never given.  It was something 

that we had to take.  And I’m suggesting that we, as women, have more unity and 

cohesion to rally around a cause not like abortion which is very polarizing but something 

that we can all agree on. 

 

(End video segment.) 

 

MS. ERBE:  So, Melinda, 90 years hence.  Did you think that women would have 

been where we are, further back or further ahead in the fight for whatever parity, equality, 

whatever you want to call it? 

 

MS. HENNEBERGER:  Well, this may surprise you.  I wasn’t around 90 years 

ago.  (Laughter.)  Yes, I’d hoped. 

 

MS. ERBE:  But I knew you when you were a good student and you did your 

homework and you read about it. 

 

MS. HENNEBERGER:  But, I, of course, would have hoped we would be further 

down the path by this point.  We all I think agree on that.  But, you know, I don’t agree 

with Jamie (sp) that’s there’s ever going to be – yes, as we were saying, you can agree 

with Michelle Obama that kids should eat a healthy lunch.  But women are – we’re not 

some tiny special interest.  We’re the majority.  Diversity is always a strength.  And no, I 

don’t see there being a lot of important issues that we can all agree on.  I think that’s just 

the reality based on our numbers and on the fact that we all make up our own minds.  We 

don’t march in lockstep or anything. 

 

MS. CZARNECKI:  I agree with you.  I mean, women will make the difference at 

the polls this coming November because –  

 

MS. ERBE:  And we have since 1980 now.   



 

MS. CZARNECKI (?):  For a very long time. 

 

MS. ERBE:  We’ve been the majority of voters. 

 

MS. CZARNECKI:  Which is why it’s so important for both parties to say things 

that will appeal to women.  And number one, I just went to a briefing this week on what 

issues the women are concerned about.  It’s the economy.  It’s always the economy.  

Whether it’s AIDS, whether it’s education – I don’t want to say that they’re less 

important but they are secondary to how – whether you can pay your bills, whether you 

can meet all your financial needs.  And right now, so many families are struggling.  So if 

both parties don’t start talking more about how they can help families who are struggling 

right now, neither is going to do very well in the polls.  We’re going to throw them all 

out. 

 

MS. ERBE:  Well, I think they are talking about how they can help families.  And 

the Democrats are talking about – and have passed more legislation and social benefits – 

programs that benefit society, that pay for things that individuals can’t pay for 

themselves.  And the Republicans are saying that’s driving the budget into ridiculous 

territory, the deficit, and that should stop. 

 

MS. :  You’re right. 

 

DEL. NORTON:  You know, especially things like gender-based healthcare.  

Imagine – that’s one of the things the healthcare bill did is get rid of that differentiation in 

how much you pay for healthcare.   

 

MS. ERBE:  You’ve been in Congress now how long? 

 

DEL. NORTON:  Almost 20 years. 

 

MS. ERBE:  Did you think by now that there would be more of you in Congress 

at this point? 

 

DEL. NORTON:  Yes, I did.  That’s one concern I have.  I certainly thought there 

would be more Republican women and I thought there would be more Republican 

women because they saw that if you put a woman forward, there is a distinction already 

right there that you can show – as opposed to the person who’s been in office usually.  

But you know what has been my greatest disappointment since I’ve been in office?  And 

that has been the failure of the average woman to make much progress.  Look at that 77 

cent figure.  Now, everybody focuses on women like me who were just very fortunate, 

got to law school when few women did, the women who came right after me who went to 

get the MBA, who went to medical school.  Everybody thinks that’s just jolly and so do I.  

But it’s time for us to stop looking at the top of the barrel, the women who understood 

that we should go to the men’s only occupations and see what we can do there, and take a 

look at the average, I will call her, lunch bag woman who is still in the venues looking 



not a lot unlike she did before, same kind of no healthcare, same kind of non-union work, 

same kind of part-time work with no benefits.  If you look there instead of looking at the 

bright stars at the top, which is really not the way to look at any societal phenomenon, 

then you will see that Democrats or Republicans, we have a very long way to go. 

 

MS. SMITH (?):  I think the key issue again here is going to be, as Karen said, is 

the economy.  These women are going to go to the polls again in record numbers and it 

has to do with them taking care of their families, taking care of their businesses.  The 

fastest growing number of owners of small businesses are minority women.  And that’s a 

statistic that is not cited very much.  And so, I think the key to get the female vote is to 

talk about the issues.  I think when you start trying to put female issues into boxes per se, 

you get into a little bit of trouble.  Right now, to use a very tired phrase, it really is the 

economy, stupid.  So whoever is talking about the economy and putting forth real 

solutions and real ideas is going to get the female vote.  Another statistic that I found 

really interesting was Kellyanne Conway at the Polling Company released a set of 

statistics.  And one of them said that about 89 percent of the average female will not 

share information about politics with her friends.  She doesn’t talk about it.  So they’ll 

vote but they won’t talk about it with other women.  I thought that was pretty interesting.  

So women have to change.  We have to change our own mindsets.  We need to run for 

office.  We need to get more involved.  And then I think we will start to see more females 

elected to office. 

 

MS. ERBE:  All right.  Behind the headlines: the CLEAR Act.  Last month, 

Senator Harry Reid decided to drop cap and trade legislation in the Senate postponing 

any hopes of a comprehensive energy reform bill until after the midterm elections.  

Senators Maria Cantwell and Susan Collins hope this will allow members to take another 

look at their bill, the Carbon Limits and Energy for America’s Renewal Act, or the 

CLEAR Act.  Not only do they believe their bill is a simpler alternative to cap and trade 

but they say it will put money into the budgets of American families.  I sat down with the 

bipartisan duo.  They explained how their cap and dividends bill differs from cap and 

trade. 

 

(Begin video segment.) 

 

SEN. SUSAN COLLINS (R-ME):  Well, a key difference between our bill and 

cap and trade is that we don’t create this huge new market that is writhe with 

manipulation, speculation and which will basically make Wall Street rich but not benefit 

American consumers.  The second big difference between our bill and cap and trade is we 

repay 75 percent of the revenues to the American people.  And that to me is the real 

strength of our bill. 

 

MS. ERBE:  Cap and trade is a market driven system that sets a ceiling on global 

warming pollution while allowing companies to trade permits to meet it.  Cap and 

dividend forces a few thousand fossil fuel producers and importers to pay for the 

pollution they produce above government set limits in monthly auctions.  Seventy-five 



percent of the revenue from those auctions would be returned to consumers through 

rebate checks averaging $1,100 for a family of four each, according to the senators. 

 

First of all, how do you put a cap on carbon emissions and how is that money paid 

by consumers but then given back to consumers through the dividends, part of the bill? 

 

SEN. MARIA CANTWELL (D-WA):  We want something simple that the 

American people can understand.  This is 39 pages.  We think that’s a very simple, clean 

way to go. 

 

MS. ERBE:  But when you talk about the 2,000 or 3,000 major polluters, you’re 

talking about industries, right? 

 

SEN. CANTWELL:  Oh, we’re talking about people who are putting carbon into 

the economy.  Now, the Environmental Protection Agency has already said that we need 

to start doing this.  The Supreme Court has basically ruled that greenhouse gases are 

pollutants.  Next January, they’re going to start with their own action.  We prefer that 

Congress do something that would give the flexibility to make sure that we are reducing 

our carbon activity and transitioning to a green energy economy.  But we want to make 

sure that we protect everyday citizens in the process, that they don’t see an increase in 

cost, and that we make investments in the types of technology that will really help us in 

the future. 

 

SEN. COLLINS:  Maria raised a really good point that I wanted to underscore 

and that is that the EPA is going to go ahead with the regulatory scheme to try to reduce 

greenhouse gas emissions that will have an impact on manufacturing, that will have an 

impact I fear on jobs in this economy.  That’s why it would be so much better if our cap 

and dividend bill were passed, which has an orderly process that will protect our 

economy from harm and help ensure that consumers are protected as well. 

 

MS. ERBE:  So your parties have pretty different approaches to clean energy and 

dealing with carbon emissions.  How have you been able to bridge party lines? 

 

SEN. CANTWELL:  Well, I give Senator Collins a lot of credit for stepping up 

and cosponsoring this legislation.  You know, we’ve had a lot of dialogue here, in the 

nation’s capital probably for the last year about a lot of our male colleagues who never 

even produced a bill that they introduced and put their names on and yet a lot of attention 

went to that.  We’ve actually authored something, put it out for our colleagues to see and 

I think that the fact that we were willing to do that, maybe it’s a little different style.  

Maybe women were ready to put their name on the bottom line and say, let’s get about 

this task.  So, for us, it’s not about posturing.  It’s about actually getting our colleagues to 

buy in. 

 

SEN. COLLINS:  My hope is that my colleagues on the Republican side will 

focus on the fact that we’re not sending billions dollars to Washington to be spent on 

unrelated programs.  Instead, we’re returning most of the revenue to the American 



people.  The revenue that goes to Washington would be used for clean energy 

development and research to help manufacturers suggest their use for very specific 

purposes.  But the majority of the revenue, most of the dollars go right back to the 

American people.  That’s an attractive feature for Republicans.  In Washington, everyone 

was focused on cap and trade – the advocacy groups, the business community, the press, 

our colleagues.  It takes a while for people to understand that that is that in the Senate and 

that they need to look at other models.  But now that Senator Reid’s actions show that 

that approach is not viable, I’m hopeful that people will take a closer look at our bill. 

 

(End video segment.) 

 

MS. ERBE:  Congresswoman Norton, do you think that cap and dividends, as 

Cantwell and Collins are calling this bill, will replace cap and trade, which is highly 

unpopular and possibly be approved by Congress? 

 

DEL. NORTON:  Well, people like me are beginning to warm to it.   

 

MS. :  So to speak.  (Laughter.) 

 

DEL. NORTON:  You know, cap and trade was very appealing to those of us who 

regard ourselves as environmentalists.  But it is more market based than cap and 

dividend.  And the way in which cap and trade has met its great opposition is precisely 

that so much of the money piles up in a way that looks like Washington, yes, can control 

it.  And I think it will have a greater appeal to people, one, that the auction is at the 

source, importers and producers, and not at the haystack, a smokestack; and two, that you 

get the money back and nobody can say, as you do with cap and trade, it will only go up 

this much, this tiny much and it’s worth this tiny much in order to save the environment.  

I think it is.  But today, when people – and even before, when people heard there would 

be any increment and an increase, they didn’t want to hear about it, even if it saved the 

planet.  So I’m beginning to think kindly about this bill. 

 

MS. ERBE:  Quickly, Karen. 

 

MS. CZARNECKI:  I find it very interesting giving money back to the people.  I 

am skeptical.  I don’t know if that would actually work as Washington never or rarely 

gives money back to the people.  It is a very good selling point and I think it’s one of the 

things that made me perk up.  But I still think it’s extremely complicated and difficult to 

swallow. 

 

MS. ERBE:  Melinda, will it have an impact on climate change, do you think? 

 

MS. HENNEBERGER:  I think that it has to.  I mean, it certainly is the 

beginning.  And I too was very enthusiastic about cap and trade.  And the environment is 

really one of the issues closest to my heart.  But this is an ingenious plan because we’re 

always refusing to do the right thing because it might impact us negatively economically 



in our shortsighted way.  So if there’s a rebate to the consumer, that’s even a potential out 

there, I think it’s wonderful. 

 

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

growing type of domestic abuse: birth control sabotage.  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) 

 


