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MS. ERBE:  This week on “To the Contrary,” a look back at the stories making 

headlines this year, then getting more women involved in making and keeping the peace.           

   

(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 stories that 

had us talking in 2011 voiced by Associate Producer Megan Pratz.   

 

(Begin video segment.)   

 

MS. MEGAN PRATZ:  Navy SEALs found and killed Osama bin Laden in 

Pakistan.  American troops returned home, marking the end of the Iraq war.  Nearly 

25,000 people died in the earthquake and tsunami in Japan.   

 

Twenty eleven was also a year of protests.  In the U.S., it started with Occupy 

Wall Street and spread as disaffected youth occupied major cities and small towns across 

America.  What became with young people grew to encompass all races, ethnicities, 

genders, and ages.  Grandmothers protested next to recent college graduates.   

 

MS. LARA BROWN:  Traditionally and nationally, women are more in favor of 

governmental assistance programs, those types of programs that help people in need.  So 

it’s really no surprise to me that then they’re gravitating toward Occupy Wall Street, 

which happens to be arguing for those things. 

 

MS. PRATZ:  Many struggled to understand the Occupy message.  There were 

clashes with police and allegations of sexual violence sprouted in different cities, 

questioning the safety of women at the protests.  The protests focused attention on the 

issues impacting women and families – the economy and jobs.   

 

MS. NICOLE KUROKAWA NEILY:  I would love those women to have jobs in 

the private sector.  I think the federal government is doing a lot of things that the private 

sector could be doing more efficiently and more cheaply.  Businesses are sitting on 

money because they don’t know what additional regulations will be placed on them.  

What will the shape of the health care bill look like?   

 

DEL. ELEANOR HOLMES NORTON:  She’s just made the best argument, then 

for some government spending.  If you care anything about women, if they’re sitting on 

it, if nobody else is helping them, if unemployment is stuck, then the only engine that 

typically in a democratic society steps up to the plate is indeed the government.   

 

MS. PRATZ:  As a divided government fought over debt ceilings, deficits, and 

potential shutdowns, President Obama introduced the American Jobs Act, but it died 

quickly in Congress.  Americans cried out for policy solutions, not partisan bickering.   

 



Congress’ approval rating dropped to 8 percent, while the unemployment rate 

hovered around 9 percent until the end of the year, when it dropped to 8.5.   

 

Congresswoman Gabrielle Giffords was shot during an event in her native 

Tucson.  In the massacre that killed six and wounded 13, Giffords suffered a gunshot to 

the head.  Following an amazing recovery, her female colleagues on the Hill rallied by 

her side.  And then she went to the House floor for an important vote.   

 

SENATOR KIRSTEN GILLIBRAND (D-NY):  We want to celebrate all loving 

couples and we want to protect all children in America.   

 

MS. PRATZ:  New York became the sixth and largest state to legalize gay 

marriage.   

 

MS. DEBRA CARNAHAN:  It’s very hard to look at your gay friends who are a 

couple and have adopted children or had children through some method and say to them, 

no, you can’t be a couple.  You can’t be afforded federal protections.   

 

MS. PRATZ:  President Obama repealed the military’s Don’t Ask, Don’t Tell 

policy.  For the first time, gays can serve openly in the military.   

 

The White House also came under fire for leaving out of the inner circle.   

 

MS. VALERIE JARRETT [White House Senior Advisor]:  People weren’t sure 

exactly whether their opinions were valued.  And what’s most important to note is that 

the president responded to that decisively.  He made sure that he had a meeting with a 

group of women to talk through their issues.   

 

MS. PRATZ:  Twenty eleven was also the year of men behaving badly.  Former 

California Governor Arnold Schwarzenegger and his wife Maria Shriver separated after 

news he fathered a child out of wedlock.  Then, former Congressman Anthony Weiner 

took to Twitter to flirt and send lewd pictures to young women.   

 

The most chilling allegations from Penn State, where former assistant football 

coach, Jerry Sandusky is accused of molesting 10 boys.   

 

Former International Monetary Fund Chief Dominique Strauss-Kahn’s alleged 

assault on a New York City hotel maid generated attention.  Charges were filed and later 

dropped based on the accuser’s credibility.   

 

MS. DANIELLE BELTON:  Things aren’t perfect in the U.S. when it comes to 

sex scandals involving powerful men, but the reality is we don’t have a media that 

completely disregards the women just right out the gate.  You do have a support system – 

you know – we’re on TV talking about it right now.   

 



MS. PRATZ:  That also led to the IMF choosing a woman, France’s Christine 

Lagarde to head the agency.  With IBM’s appointment of Virginia Rometty as its first 

female CEO, the number of women CEOs in Fortune 500 companies rose to 18, but fell 

back to 17 as Avon’s Andrea Jung announced she was stepping down.   

 

MS. TARA SETMAYER:  She’s a lot more polished.  She did excellent during 

the debate.  I think she surprised a lot of people with her command of the issues.  So I 

think it’s an interesting thing.  And her coming into the race I think steals the thunder 

away from Sarah Palin.   

 

MS. PRATZ:  One of the most conservative women in Congress, Minnesota’s 

Michele Bachmann, announced her candidacy for the GOP’s presidential nomination.  

Sarah Palin didn’t.  

 

Marriage infidelity became issues in the campaign as Herman Cain chose to step 

down after allegations of a thirteen-year affair and claims of sexual harassment.  Newt 

Gingrich’s three marriages were also talked up by Mitt Romney and Rick Perry, who 

promote themselves as strong family men.   

 

MS. GENEVIEVE WOOD:  The question is whether you’re a conservative.  And 

when you look at all the issues, not just the social issues, but all the issues, and you say 

also which one of these folks up here can best challenge Barack Obama, I think the polls 

for everybody are still a little bit in the mix.   

 

MS. PRATZ:  Internationally, protests in Arab countries stole the headlines.  The 

Arab Spring toppled governments in Egypt, Libya, Tunisia, and Yemen.  For the first 

time in many countries, democratic votes have or will take place, giving women a voice 

in the political process.  But just how women will fare remains to be seen.   

 

MS. GRETCHEN HAMEL:  This is women finding courage to get out there and 

change that culture.  No one is going to change it for them.  They have to find that within 

themselves. 

 

MS. PRATZ:  Saudi women won the right to vote although their calls for the right 

to drive have not been answered.   

 

The Nobel Peace Prize was awarded jointly to three women: Ellen Johnson-

Sirleaf, Leymah Gbowee, and Tawakkol Karman, quote, “for their non-violent struggle 

for the safety of women and for women’s rights to full participation in peace-building 

work.   

 

And the world hit a milestone with seven billion people now inhabiting the Earth.  

 

(End video segment.)   

 



MS. ERBE:  So Congresswoman Norton, what do you think was the most 

important story for women in 2011?   

 

MS. NORTON:  Let’s be candid, Bonnie.  From a male dominated recovery to 

wholesale attacks, this was annus horribilis, a stored expression going by Queen 

Elizabeth in the 1990s, horrible year.   

 

MS. WOOD:  I think the story, in the U.S. at least for women, really, as it was for 

everybody continues to be the stagnant economy, not a job recovery, and I think that’s 

going to continue to be the stories as we head into 2012 and elections.   

 

MS. CARNAHAN:  I don’t think there are many bright spots for women this 

year, but one of them was the three women getting the Nobel Peace Prize.  I thought that 

was pretty fantastic and very well deserved.   

 

MS. NEILY:  I think the ongoing financial crisis is the most important thing that’s 

affecting women from the debt showdown over the debt ceiling to the U.S. credit rating 

dropping.  We are basically mortgaging our children’s future.   

 

MS. ERBE:  Really interesting.  Now, see, I would have said all the marriage and 

family issues being raised in the GOP nomination race, when you think about Newt 

Gingrich, really getting a lot of lack for having been married three times.  When you 

think – you know, you see Rick Perry and Mitt Romney out there celebrating their single 

marriage credentials.  You don’t think that’s a big moving forward for women taking 

adultery and those kinds of issues really more seriously.   

 

MS. WOOD:  I think it’s a good thing.  I think that’s part of our dialogue when 

we’re interviewing people for a job, in this case, the president of the United States.  

That’s a worthwhile question.  But I think when it comes to what’s affecting me at my 

dinner table, it’s whether I have a job and it’s whether my husband has a job, and it’s 

whether we can afford to do the things that we need to be able to do or we’d like to be 

able to do, or can we save our children’s future.  And I think just increasingly this 

concern that people think the government’s a little bit out of control.  I know my folks – 

my counterparts are going to laugh or disagree, but I do think there’s this kind of 

infringement.  People feel like the government’s coming into every part of their life.  And 

frankly, even though the government’s put a lot more money in and they try to put more 

laws in, people don’t feel any better about their lives, and I think that’s – those are the 

questions we’re going to be facing.   

 

MS. NORTON:  “People” is a word that is far too broad.  You know, the Tea 

Party thinks – you’re now giving us a standard line of the Tea Party.  People indeed do 

feel that this has not been the year for them, women or men.  But we have had a 

worldwide recession of a kind we have never seen in our lifetime, certainly not since the 

Great Depression.  And we live in an economy that expects instant change.  When this 

didn’t come, Americans were for the first time forced to face the new economic order that 



is clearly going to be the case beginning now, and we’re going to see it now for years to 

come.   

 

MS. ERBE:  Well, but women – it’s interesting.  Following the recession, there 

was the mancession, where construction jobs and those kind of jobs went first, and then 

women were doing better for a little while, and then more recently, more men have 

picked up work than women, as the health sectors and education pulled back due to state 

cutbacks.  So how has the recession and – you know – the very slow recovery that they 

say we’re in, but nobody feels like we’re in, affected women’s economic status in the 

U.S.?   

 

MS. CARNAHAN:  I think that’s a really good question.  I mean I don’t have the 

answer to that.  I know that we talked before on previous shows about women having a 

lot of the government jobs and now with government cutbacks, that they’re going to lose 

those jobs.  So I think it doesn’t –  

 

MS. ERBE:  You think those state cutbacks will cut – because now, what we’re 

feeling is state cutbacks not so much federal cutbacks – 

 

MS. CARNAHAN:  Yes, right.   

 

MS. ERBE:  We felt those earlier, but do you think those will continue on into 

2012.   

 

MS. CARNAHAN:  I don’t think anything changing.  States are in dire financial 

situations and they’re used to going to the federal government to ask for help.  And the 

federal government – 

 

MS. WOOD:  They don’t have any money either.   

 

MS. CARNAHAN:  – is going, you know, we’re not going to help you as much 

as we used to do, you know?  So I don’t think it looks good.   

 

MS. ERBE:  Well, now you talk about bread and butter issues.  Who are women 

blaming for the economic problems?   

 

MS. NEILY:  I think they’re obviously blaming Congress and right now, they’re 

blaming Wall Street.  They’re blaming businesses.  I mean there is – there is no shortage 

of blame to go around.  So there – I don’t really know if anyone’s got enough scot-free at 

this point.   

 

MS. WOOD:  But see, I think this is what’s – and this is what I think is bigger 

than just the unemployment, right, even though that’s what people feel oftentimes 

immediately, but is this question of what does the future look like.  I mean will it be that 

this is just going to be the way it is for the next five years or 10 years.  And I think you 

know what, when you look around the world, and all these recessions, we all share a 



similar problem.  We made promises we could not keep.  Whether you’re talking about 

the folks in Greece or you’re talking about all the folks today we’ve promised pensions 

and social security and all these things, too, and that we’re taxing all this the next 

generation with.  So all of our countries are facing, I think, similar things.  The U.S. is 

positioned, however, I think to doing – (inaudible) – and to make a different choice.   

 

MS. ERBE:  But let me – just as Lara Brown said in that clip earlier, women are 

10 to 20 percent more likely to be dependent on government programs like TANF, like 

Social Security, et cetera, and they’re also for that reason 10 to 20 percent more likely to 

vote Democratic than men.  So you’re saying – you’re saying that there’s too much 

government intervention, but don’t they need, don’t a lot of women feel like they need 

that, they need government supports right now?   

 

MS. NEILY:  I think that we have no problem – I don’t have a problem with 

people who need help getting help.  But I think there are too many programs that are not 

well targeted and we’re trying to do too many things in areas that we should not be and 

don’t have the money to be spending in.  So certainly, people who are destitute, people 

who can’t find jobs – I have no problem with people who need help getting help.  But 

when you see some of the pork projects that are out there, some of the – 

 

(Cross talk.)   

 

MS. ERBE:  Let me get back to a report that came out late in 2011, which was 

that one in two Americans is now living in poverty.  So when you’re saying you have no 

problem with people who need help getting help, that’s half the country right now.   

 

MS. NEILY:  How would Heritage – 

 

MS. WOOD:  Yes.  (Laughter.)  Yes, exactly, the way that that report defined 

poverty I think is a good question.  And I think – to your point, though, it’s a critical one.  

We have a lot of people in this country who get Social Security and so forth and they are 

well below the poverty level, not just in that report.  They are truly living in poverty.  For 

people who really need help, we ought to be doing better than we’re currently doing 

today, but the only way we do that is to truly only help those who need it, not folks 

who’ve been brought on to the system and now you have, you know, almost half the U.S. 

population not even really paying taxes.  

 

MS. NORTON:  Wait a minute.  Wait a minute.  That half the U.S. population not 

paying taxes is a shameful thing to talk about because that half doesn’t pay taxes because 

it doesn’t earn enough money to pay federal income taxes.  But guess what.  They earn 

enough money to pay every other tax.  So the notion, which is the Michele Bachmann 

notion, that no matter how poor you are, somehow you ought to be contributing to the 

federal government while they themselves don’t want millionaires to contribute one dime 

to anything, to the poor or anybody else – 

 

MS. WOOD:  That’s just not true.   



 

MS. NORTON:  Well, so – I mean, so – not to get into the Democratic-

Republican rhetoric, this notion on the other side of the table is, well we ought to, of 

course, help people who need help.  Do you – have you looked at the federal budget?  

The only people who get any help from the federal government are people in need.  We 

give money to Title 1 schools.  We give money to Food Stamps, 45 million people.  We 

give money to LIHEAP.  This is a program for people who don’t have enough funds to 

heat up their homes and – that’s – you name me anybody who gets money who doesn’t 

need money from the federal government.   

 

MS. WOOD:  I’ll give you one, Planned Parenthood, that you guys always are 

trying to drape, but that’s just one example – 

 

MS. NORTON:  And that money goes – and they’re sort of low-income people.   

 

MS. WOOD:  Listen.  Planned Parenthood is a moneymaking business that the 

federal government wants to give dollars to and we don’t have any dollars.  If they 

weren’t making money to do their own programs, we could – I still think we shouldn’t be 

giving it –  

 

(Cross talk.)   

 

MS. CARNAHAN:  Non-for profit, okay?  They are not a for profit.  They are 

non-for profit.   

 

MS. WOOD:  They make money.   

 

MS. CARNAHAN:  I’m not going to go down the road of Planned Parenthood 

again and all the services it does provide and medical services that people can’t afford 

otherwise.   

 

MS. WOOD:  And that people want to contribute to.  That’s fine, but why is the 

government doing it?   

 

MS. NORTON:  Let her talk, for God’s sake.  

 

MS. CARNAHAN:  Let’s stop this premise about it’s all about the deficit.  It’s all 

about the deficit.  We have to stop spending.  We need to start looking at what these 

policies are doing to construction jobs.  You’re cutting back on government spending to 

GSA and their Buildings Department.  They’re not going to be building buildings.  

They’re not going to be repairing buildings.  There is a trickle-down effect – I’m not 

talking about trickle-down theory.  There is an effect on jobs that’s happening right now 

because of everyone going we have to cut back.  it’s now time to stimulate the economy, 

not take economy and crush it.   

 



MS. NEILY:  And other thing I’m concerned with, though, is our tax code.  I 

think that’s – talking about how things are set up carve outs.  Actually, it’s more 

profitable for many companies to game the system and have lobbyists to carve outs than 

to – 

 

MS. NORTON:  That’s true.  Let’s all agree on that.   

 

MS. NEILY:  – than to actually have a flat, simple system, where we’re not trying 

to encourage or discourage people’s behavior.  And that to me is a major concern.   

 

MS. NORTON:  Well – 

 

MS. ERBE:  All right.  Let’s move on to the Occupy Movement.  What was that 

about? Will it continue in the 2012? 

 

MS. NORTON:  The Occupy Movement has served its purpose.  If they all take 

their tents and go home – and I hope they don’t – they have done a magnificent service 

for the American people.  For years, nobody was talking about this horrific inequality in 

income that has been developing for decades.  

 

MS. ERBE:  And did not take talk of the deficit off the table more or less 

politically speaking.   

 

MS. NORTON:  God knows.  It eclipsed the Tea Party.  And you wonder why 

aren’t people talking about the fact that the only way people are maintaining their 

standard of living is they are hocking in their homes, the equity on their homes.  Why 

aren’t they talking about the fact that the only way they are maintaining their standard of 

living is that every woman is working as well as every man.  And finally, the Occupy 

kids, who did exactly what we told them to do – go to college, you will get a good job – 

found themselves loaded with debt and no jobs, came out and told the country, and the 

country applauded saying thank God, somebody’s found a way to say it.   

 

MS. WOOD:  Well, I think the problem – you’re right.  There’s a lot of folks in 

that particular case with debt.  And if you want to talk about why government – why 

college costs what it does, I would argue one reason’s because the government got 

involved in all these college loan – listen – 

 

MS. NORTON:  That’s not what we’re talking about.  

 

MS. WOOD:  Well, I’m going to give you an example because every single area 

you’re talking about, whether it’s people, their salaries aren’t high enough, or college 

loans are too high is because the government has invaded every part of American life.  

Now tries to do everything, which it can’t do better in most cases in private industry.  

And who is paying for that?  The taxpayer and the U.S. citizen does.  And now, they are 

looking to the government – 

 



(Cross talk.)   

 

MS. NORTON:  – only Pell Grants for kids who cannot afford to go to college at 

all.   

 

MS. WOOD:  That’s not true.   

 

MS. CARNAHAN:  First of all, that’s a mantra.  I’m so tired of hearing.  The 

government can’t do it as well as the private sector.  Let’s look at the private sector.  Who 

bailed out Wall Street?  Who brought this country to the verge of collapse within hours?  

It was Wall Street.  It was the fat cats of Wall Street – 

 

MS. WOOD:  It was a joint problem.   

 

MS. CARNAHAN:  – it was deceit.  It was lack of regulation.  It was – it was 

horrible.  

 

MS. WOOD:  It was a joint problem of – 

 

(Cross talk.)  

 

MS. CARNAHAN:  – upon the American people.  Oh, let’s just talk about that.   

 

MS. WOOD:  I mean Fannie and Freddie is a perfect example of private-public – 

 

MS. ERBE:  Yes, but, Genevieve, you can’t have it both ways and we’re going to 

go out on this note because we’re out of time.  (Laughter.)  You can’t have it both ways 

that the private sector can do everything itself.  On the other hand – 

 

MS. WOOD:  I didn’t say that.   

 

MS. ERBE:  – you know, the country went to the brink of bankruptcy because of 

the private sector.   

 

From – from the stories of 2011 to peace in the future voiced again by Megan 

Pratz.   

 

(Begin video segment.)   

 

MS. PRATZ:  The untapped power of women could help bring about more 

sustainable peace according to Secretary of State Hillary Clinton.  She wants to see more 

women included in peace talks.  The Obama administration is backing up that approach, 

releasing the first ever U.S. National Action Plan on Women, Peace, and Security to 

ensure women around the world play an equal role in preventing conflict and sustaining 

peace.   

 



Secretary Clinton says women are critical to building global security because 

countries are more peaceful and prosperous when women are accorded full and equal 

rights.   

 

(End video segment.)   

 

MS. ERBE:  I want to get to what Secretary Clinton said late this month about 

Egypt and its treatment of women, but let’s start with do you think women are better at 

peacemaking than men?   

 

MS. WOOD:  I don’t want to make a blanket statement, but I think women are 

good negotiators and they do bring, I think, a peace and a calmness to situations at times 

that you don’t have if it’s all testosterone around the table.   

 

MS. NORTON:  Well, remember also that women have also been wonderful at 

making war.  Margaret Thatcher – I don’t think we ought to stereotype what these leaders 

may be when they get into power.  But what is important about what the president and the 

secretary of state are doing is not somehow forcing women as the great mediators of the 

world.  Let us be clear.  In order to mediate, in order to bring people together, you have to 

have some power yourself.  What this – what this working plan does is to get women 

involved in peacemaking first, to make sure that when the Defense Department and other 

agencies are involved in war, there is a gender involvement in how they think through 

war, as well as peace, making sure that women are thought through, when we get to the 

recovery point, because if you think about it, war has been exclusively – war and peace 

has been exclusively a male enterprise.  I don’t need them to be the mediator.  I need 

them to be beginning to be involved at every stage of the process.   

 

MS. NEILY:  I think you make a terrific point.  Women are affected by all aspects 

of war.  The families of soldiers who are at home here, the ones who most directly bear 

the burden of refugee camps.  So I think it’s a noble initiative she’s started.   

 

MS. CARNAHAN:  I think it’s important from a diversity standpoint.  It brings 

different perspective, a different way of thinking.  So I think it’s very important and I 

think it can be changing the world and the way that we look at peace and the way we look 

at war.  And talking about women, let’s go to Island.  How about that?  The men just did 

a total train wreck on the banking system there.  The women stepped in, and now they’re 

doing great.  So – I mean I think there are times when women do do it much better than 

men.  

 

MS. ERBE:  Well, I mean aside from the fact that I want women in the military to 

have every opportunity that men in the military have, it’s still a little bit harder, when – to 

envision like a woman leading a marine charge through the neighborhoods with the 

riffles.  You see all the video games.  It’s all guys, right?  So can we say – can we 

stereotype and say that women as a group are less likely to want to fight than men as a 

group?   

 



(Cross talk.)   

 

MS. NORTON:  Let me give you an example right here.  We’re praising – I 

mentioned Margaret Thatcher – we’re praising my good friend Hillary Clinton for 

leading this notion.  Who was it that was in the forefront of taking us to war with Libya?   

 

MS. WOOD:  Wasn’t war, she didn’t call it war.   

 

MS. ERBE:  It was Secretary Clinton.   

 

MS. NORTON:  Secretary Clinton is given the credit, frankly.  She and her aides, 

also another woman, the – 

 

MS. ERBE:  Well, pressured into it by the Europeans, though?   

 

MS. NORTON:  Oh, no, they were – I hope so because the Europeans were 

chiefly affected.  By the way, the oil goes to them.  But when people resisting here, and I 

was among them, they were saying, charge ahead.  Also – how can I forget her name – 

the UN Secretary.  It was two women.   

 

MS. ERBE:  Susan Rice.   

 

MS. NORTON:  Susan Rice – who were pressing that.   

 

So women will do what they have to do when they are in charge.  I love the fact 

that she can do war and she can do peace, too.  (Laughter.)   

 

MS. CARNAHAN:  Bonnie, if I might say, also the people that make the 

decisions about war and peace, they’re not the ones out they’re going around the corner 

with the riffles.  You know, those are the younger people.  You’ve got men who are 

armchair warriors.  So I think women are going to be just fine in this process.   

 

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

a special “To the Contrary” on population, the environment, and women.  And please 

check out our website for TTC Extra.  This week, a look ahead to the big stories of 2012.  

And whether your views are in agreement or to the contrary, please join us next time.  

 

(END)  

 

 


