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MS. ERBE:  This week on “To the Contrary,” first, Hillary Clinton’s future plans 

and her impact on gender equity.  Then, healthy up, says First Lady Michelle Obama to 

public schools and the lunches they serve.  Behind the headlines: could Wisconsin send 

the first out lesbian to the U.S. Senate? 

 

(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, Hillary’s next 

move. 

 

(Begin video segment.) 

 

MS. ERBE:  This year could bring an end to Hillary Clinton’s political career.  

This week, Secretary Clinton told her staff at the State Department she’s ready to go. 

 

SECRETARY OF STATE HILLARY CLINTON:  But I think after 20 years – it 

will be 20 years – of being on the high wire of American politics and all of the challenges 

that come with that, it would be probably a good idea to just find out how tired I am. 

 

MS. ERBE:  Clinton also said she’s not watching the Republican debates.  Her 

comments come after widespread talk that she should be Obama’s 2012 running mate.  

The Gallup poll rates Clinton the most admired woman in America for 10 years at 64 

percent approval rating right now, the highest of any American political figure.   

 

(End video segment.) 

 

MS. ERBE:  Irene Natividad, how will Hillary Clinton’s absence from American 

politics impact politics? 

 

MS. NATIVIDAD:  Well, she may be tired right now but she’s not done.  So I 

think she’s going to continue to impact on women’s lives, whether she is in politics, and I 

think she may come back, or out of it. 

 

MS. CHAVEZ:  Well, as someone who has grown to both respect and admire 

Hillary Clinton, even though I don’t agree with her on very much, I think she’s going to 

be sorely missed. 

 

MS. CARNAHAN:  You know, I’ve known Hillary Clinton for – oh, gosh – 30 

years now, and this is what I would say: she may not be in political office but she’s still 

going to be in politics.  Having said that, her leaving the Secretary of State’s Office is 

going to open a position and perhaps a spotlight for another talented woman. 

 

MS. JACOBUS:  I don’t think it’s going to have any effect.  I think she’s had an 

effect previously being in politics and it will have a lasting impact, but there have been 



other women who have been in politics and it’s not that uncommon.  And she’ll continue 

to stay active and maybe even come back. 

 

MS. ERBE:  Well, don’t you think though as secretary of state, at least on the 

international front, she’s done more to bring women’s issues to the fore way more than 

Condoleezza Rice or Madeleine Albright, who preceded her? 

 

MS. CHAVEZ:  Well, it may be that she’s focused more on women’s issues.  I 

don’t think she has been as effective a secretary of state as either of her predecessors.  

And I don’t think that’s her fault.  I think that the Obama administration has wanted to 

sort of keep her under wraps and they’ve done things, as a lot of White Houses do, out of 

the White House, out of the NSC.  I think she’s been less –  

 

MS. ERBE:  Keep under wraps?  What universe – why are you and I living in 

different universes? 

 

MS. CHAVEZ:  I don’t think – I mean, I don’t think she’s been at the heart of the 

most important foreign policy discussions and issues of –  

 

MS. NATIVIDAD:  I don’t know what – I disagree.  I don’t know where you are, 

but everybody gives her high marks during her tenure as secretary of state. 

 

MS. ERBE:  Libya – she led the effort to get – you know. 

 

MS. NATIVIDAD:  But in terms of women, no other secretary of state created an 

office that just addressed and put a high level assistant, if you will, to spearhead that.  

And she brings it up each time.  And she salutes women of achievement.  She just created 

this International Council of Women to continue this push that has Cheri –  

 

MS. CHAVEZ:  And I don’t disagree with that, a thing you’ve said, Irene.  I’m 

talking about things like the Middle East.  I don’t think she’s been a big player on that 

issue.  I look at North Korea.  I don’t think she’s been a big player on that issue.  I look at 

the major foreign policy challenges, dealing with the Arab world.  I don’t think that she 

has been in the forefront.  And I don’t think it’s her fault.  I think she’s been left out. 

 

MS. NATIVIDAD:  Well, it’s not a question of fault.  It may be our country’s 

position during the Arab spring to have a certain step back, if you will, as opposed to 

being a much more aggressive presence.  That may be foreign policy, not necessarily a 

failure. 

 

MS. JACOBUS:  There’s a disconnect between President Obama and Hillary 

Clinton.  It goes back to the campaign.  He needed her as secretary of state but she almost 

operates as an entire separate entity.  You get the feeling she does her own thing and does 

he need her as vice president?  Yes, probably.  But she doesn’t need him should she 

choose to run for president someday.  She just doesn’t.  That’s not a launching pad for 



her.  So, at this point, this has really been her job, not a job that she really does for the 

president.  That’s the impression I have. 

 

MS. NATIVIDAD:  I disagree.   

 

(Cross talk.) 

 

MS. CARNAHAN:  I’m going to disagree with that.  And I like Bonnie’s point 

and want to come back to it, about Libya.  I mean, how do you reconcile with Susan Rice, 

Hillary Clinton – we’ve had women here making decisions –  

 

MS. CHAVEZ:  I’m sorry, Debra, but Libya is not the center of the universe in 

terms of U.S. foreign policy.  It’s a sort of minor country and it is a kind of minor issue. 

 

MS. CARNAHAN:  You know what?  I don’t think it was minor.  It wasn’t minor 

at all.  And there was a lot of crisis that went on. 

 

MS. ERBE:  Gaddafi was minor? 

 

MS. CHAVEZ:  Egypt was far more important.  And Syria – nothing has 

happened in there.  So, Libya, yes.   

 

MS. CARNAHAN:  Libya turned out well so it’s not important. 

 

MS. CHAVEZ:  Well, no – it isn’t that it’s – I don’t think that that – that the big 

issues that we have to deal with as a country that she has been front and center in the way 

Henry Kissinger and the way Colin Powell was, I just don’t see it. 

 

MS. JACOBUS:  Or Condoleezza Rice. 

 

MS. CHAVEZ:  Or Condoleezza Rice. 

 

MS. JACOBUS:  Condoleezza Rice was – I mean, Condoleezza Rice, she was 

going head to head with Dick Cheney and some of the other huge players.  So she did 

have a say.  She wasn’t kept off to the side like Hillary Clinton has been. 

 

MS. NATIVIDAD:  But you know what?  But during her tenure, it was said that 

she didn’t have the kind of impact that Cheney had.  Only after – so let’s wait for 

Hillary’s parting. 

 

MS. JACOBUS:  She was national security adviser.   

 

MS. NATIVIDAD:  Can we go back to – can we go back to her impact? 

 

MS. CARNAHAN:  She’s had a lot more power and autonomy than some of the 

secretary of state that you have named. 



 

MS. JACOBUS:  Autonomy, not power. 

 

MS. CARNAHAN:  That doesn’t mean – she has a lot of power.  She’s 

completely over the people that came to the Department of State.  She completely picked 

them herself.  She’s over USAID.  She has a lot of power.   

 

MS. ERBE:  And, by the way, in terms of Egypt, when they started – which to me 

– you know, the Arab spring – I saw Iran breaking out all over the Middle East. 

 

MS. CHAVEZ:  Another area in which she didn’t have a lot of (results?). 

 

MS. ERBE:  But wait a minute.  That’s not true because she did – first of all, she 

was involved in watching what was going on there and deciding how much if any U.S. 

intervention there should be.  But she also, when they started rolling back women’s 

rights, that week she came out and made a statement and took them to task. 

 

MS. CHAVEZ:  I said you guys are right on women’s rights.  She is the feminist 

secretary of state.  That happens not to be my focus.  I am more interested in the U.S.’s 

role in the world. 

 

MS. ERBE:  Yes, but it was a major role in Egypt.  You said she – Egypt was 

more important and she wasn’t involved. 

 

MS. NATIVIDAD:  Can we just talk about her general impact in terms of 

politics?  When she talked about being on the high wire, this wasn’t just any old secretary 

of state.  It was one who’s closely watched.  When she was a senator, one closely 

watched, reelected with 60 percent of the vote in a tough state that doesn’t suffer fools.  

When she was first lady, she was an activist first lady.  When she was first lady of 

Arkansas, she led the education reform.  She set the bar high for political presence and 

performance and effectiveness because there are people, as you know, in this town who 

have been here 20 years but not necessarily known, not necessarily as watched, not 

necessarily as closely scrutinized as she has been. 

 

MS. JACOBUS:  Unless you’re talking about Sarah Palin. 

 

MS. ERBE:  But wait a second.  I want to get – we don’t have a lot of time left 

and I want to get to Hillary’s future.  What do you think – what do you all think her next 

step will be? 

 

MS. NATIVIDAD:  I don’t want to say.   

 

MS. ERBE:  Why? 

 

MS. CARNAHAN:  She’s certainly not going to be vice president. 

 



MS. NATIVIDAD:  She’s not going for president. 

 

MS. CARNAHAN:  And I don’t think that the president needs her for vice 

president. 

 

MS. NATIVIDAD:  We don’t want her vice president.  Also, you know, she’s 

very loyal.  This is one of the things that she’s very well known for.  She’s not going to 

do something that looks like she’s going –  

 

MS. CHAVEZ:  She’s going to write a book.  Of course, that’s what everybody 

does when they leave the office. 

 

MS. NATIVIDAD:  She already wrote one book.  She’s going to write another 

book. 

 

MS. JACOBUS:  I think she’s going to run for president again someday.  I think 

she still wants to be the first female president.  She’s going to take some time off.  And, 

particularly, if there is a Republican woman that comes into play, who looks like she 

might outshine the Hillary legacy, that’s going to make her – that’s going to gin her up 

even more.  I think there’s a real competition. 

 

MS. NATIVIDAD:  You’re going to have to find me that Republican woman who 

can outshine her. 

 

MS. JACOBUS:  Well, the first Republican – the first female president be a 

Republican or a Democrat.  And I don’t think Hillary wants to let that opportunity drive 

by. 

 

MS. CARNAHAN:  I don’t think there’s any reason that we should rule her out as 

president in the future anymore than we ruled out men in the past who have taken steps 

like this and come back as president.   

 

MS. NATIVIDAD:  And she doesn’t need a launching pad anymore. 

 

MS. CARNAHAN:  But also, but also I think there’s a chance you might see her 

start her own foundation on issues she just cares about. 

 

MS. ERBE:  What about joining the Clinton Global Initiative, which is already a 

powerhouse in international issues? 

 

MS. CARNAHAN:  Absolutely.  Right, she and Bill are partners, always have 

been.  That would be a very logical step for her. 

 

MS. NATIVIDAD:  I don’t see her abandoning women’s causes, if you will.  I 

think she will lead that, but she will be a voice for women and beyond women’s issues.  



But I don’t think somebody as bright as she would just say, good bye.  I’m going to have 

tea. 

 

MS. ERBE:  All right.  Let us know what you think.  Follow me on Twitter 

@BonnieErbe.  From one first lady’s plans to another’s initiative. 

 

(Begin video segment.) 

 

MS. ERBE:  For the first time in 15 years, there are new regulations on school 

nutrition.  To promote that fact, First Lady Michelle Obama joined Agriculture Secretary 

Tom Vilsack at an elementary school not too far from the White House.  She ate a lunch 

of turkey tacos and fruit while she told students and parents about the importance of good 

nutrition. 

 

FIRST LADY MICHELLE OBAMA:  We all know that if left to their own 

devices, many of our kids would eat candy for breakfast.  They’d follow it up with a few 

French fries for lunch and cookies and chips for snacks, then they’d come home for a big 

chocolate Sundae for dinner, right?  And we know that it is our responsibility as adults to 

make sure that they get basic nutrition that they need to stay healthy. 

 

MS. ERBE:  The new regulations require schools to offer one fruit and one 

vegetable daily, whole grains, meat and low-fat or no-fat milk.  The new meals contain 

less sodium and trans fats.  The first lady’s Let’s Move campaign battles childhood 

obesity through exercise and healthy eating.  Opponents worry about the costs to already 

cash strapped school districts and whether children will eat healthier but possibly less 

tasty food. 

 

(End video segment.) 

 

MS. ERBE:  There’s been a fair amount of controversy around her move to get 

children to eat healthier food.  How could anybody object to that?  Run me through. 

 

MS. CHAVEZ:  I can object to it.  I actually – I disagree with some of my 

conservative friends.  I think that a first lady taking on a campaign like get moving and 

planting gardens and getting kids to eat healthy, I think that’s great.  I think that’s the role 

of a first lady.  I think that you take on the bully pulpit, you do something civic minded, I 

think that’s great.  Now she’s sort of though stepping into public policy.  She’s getting 

into the regulatory area.   

 

Do I have any objections to the – as long as we’re paying for it, the taxpayers are 

paying for the money that supports school lunch programs, et cetera, I would rather kids 

eat vegetables and fruits and whole wheat and all that.  The problem is though it may be 

that those healthier meals end up in the trash can and it may be a waste of money.  I 

actually think the bully pulpit may be more effective than the regulatory process.  I would 

like to see everybody involved in the bully pulpit on this issue. 

 



MS. NATIVIDAD:  You know, I saw this – there’s this chef who is on TV and he 

was trying to teach schools how to have healthier meals.  And I was so shocked when the 

camera went behind the restaurant and everything is frozen – frozen French fries, frozen 

pizzas, frozen this, frozen that.  And he says, this is what our children eat.  I was really 

shocked.   

 

Well, why would we want to invest in that?  It’s my tax dollars too that pays for 

that.  I know fresh fruit and vegetables will cost more, not to mention higher labor cost 

because you have to clean them and you have to do more with them.  But it’s an 

investment in future health because, clearly, obesity is an epidemic in this country.  We 

said that in many shows that we’ve done before.  So why not invest in that when you 

figure the billions we have been spending in health care crisis like diabetes that’s now 

rampant among young people? 

 

MS. JACOBUS:  Yes.  I think it’s perfectly fine for the first lady to take this on.  

And I think she’s being very careful not to cross the line and not even really step up close 

to it.  This is a federally funded program, the school lunch program.  We’re paying for it.  

We want it to do something healthy for our kids.   

 

But I think because Hillary Clinton played what many people think was an 

inappropriate role in policy with regard to health care reform that really hurt her 

husband’s presidency, this first lady is very aware of that.  She’s being very smart.  She’s 

having an impact using the bully pulpit.  And she’s taking on something that’s kind of 

hard to disagree with.  And, you know, again –  

 

MS. ERBE:  But there are plenty of people who do. 

 

MS. NATIVIDAD (?):  Lots. 

 

MS. JACOBUS:  Well, they’re nervous about the whole – she’s stepping up to the 

line.  The nervousness comes from the legacy of Hillary Clinton when she was first lady.  

It doesn’t really –  

 

(Cross talk.) 

 

MS. ERBE:  I’ve seen conservative commentators say, we don’t want to be told 

what to eat.  We don’t want our kids to be told what to eat.  And I’m sitting there going –  

 

MS. JACOBUS:  That it’s if they’re mandating it in restaurants and –  

 

MS. CHAVEZ:  That’s different. 

 

MS. JACOBUS:  This is kids.  Kids are supposed to be told what to eat by the 

grownups in their lives.  And it’s something funded by the taxpayers so it’s not at all 

inappropriate. 

 



MS. NATIVIDAD:  Guess who opposed all of this?  Lobbyists from potato 

companies, the lobbyists for producers of tomato paste because it’s now considered –  

 

MS. ERBE (?):  High sugar. 

 

MS. NATIVIDAD:  Yes.  And so they fought this tooth and nail.  So those things 

stay.  So we still have potatoes.  We still have the tomato paste, but now you have theses 

other criteria.  And because the kids do choose the bad things, because that’s what 

they’ve been fed all this time.  So I think the bully pulpit part –  

 

MS. CHAVEZ:  It isn’t just the kids, by the way.  It’s adults. 

 

(Cross talk.) 

 

MS. CARNAHAN:  Let me tell you.  I had two sons and they didn’t want to eat 

their school lunches.  The food was really, really bad.  And this is a subject that’s near 

and dear to my heart because my husband and I for seven years have been working on 

this back in our district in Saint Louis.   

 

And we have schools now that are growing some of their own vegetables.  It’s 

part of a class.  This is in the city, not in the country.  And they’re actually raising 

chickens and they have the fresh eggs.  And the teachers are reporting there’s a greater 

attention span going on.  You don’t have that high and low drop of the sugar.   

 

And there are companies now, private companies that are producing healthy 

foods, and they’re selling them to universities.  They’re selling them to elementary 

schools.  And it’s actually creating a business that the schools are buying.  And so I think 

it’s a win-win for the taxpayer and a win-win for our children’s health. 

 

MS. NATIVIDAD:  It’s a stimulus package for other farmers, other than potatoes. 

 

MS. CHAVEZ:  And, by the way, you’re going to need some more immigrant 

labor to help with these vegetables.  And let’s make them legal by expanding our legal 

immigration.  But, Bonnie, back to your point about who could object to this –  

 

MS. ERBE:  That’s a whole other feud. 

 

MS. CHAVEZ:  – other show.  I know.  But the whole point about who objects, 

part of the problem is when we get government involved – government is not always 

right.  And I actually believe, and based on some evidence, that part of our obesity 

epidemic is the government’s fault in promoting high-carbohydrate foods.   

 

MS. ERBE:  Well, subsidizing sugar, subsidizing corn growth. 

 

MS. CHAVEZ:  Yes.  All of that.  So government isn’t always right and so now 

they’re swinging the other way.  So I think that’s part of the skepticism. 



 

MS. NATIVIDAD:  You know, Eleanor Holmes Norton said the science has 

changed.  And science now –  

 

MS. CARNAHAN:  That’s true.   

 

MS. NATIVIDAD:  Yes. 

 

MS. CARNAHAN:  And that’s what you want government to do.   

 

MS. NATIVIDAD:  Exactly. 

 

MS. CARNAHAN:  You want it to respond when you see that it wasn’t working 

and it was the wrong policy. 

 

MS. ERBE:  All right.  Behind the headlines: Tammy Baldwin.  She was elected 

to the U.S. House’s Wisconsin’s first female member in 1998.  Now she’s running for an 

open U.S. Senate seat.  If she wins, Baldwin will be the first female senator from 

Wisconsin and the first openly gay member of the Senate.  We talked to her about this 

tough battle. 

 

(Begin video segment.) 

 

REPRESENTATIVE TAMMY BALDWIN (D-WI):  I’m a fighter.  And when 

you’re willing to stand up to strong and powerful interests, they put labels on you.  They 

call you names.  I suspect when the campaign is in full swing, there will be a lot of name 

calling and a lot of labeling.  But I haven’t been afraid to stand up to powerful interests. 

 

MS. ERBE:  Baldwin also wasn’t afraid to disclose her sexuality.  She’s the only 

openly gay woman in Congress. 

 

REP. BALDWIN:  My constituents have always appreciated my integrity and 

honesty.  I do know that by being one of the first women elected to high office in the state 

of Wisconsin and by being an out LGBT candidate that there are folks in society who 

think, maybe I can be anything I want.  And they see other people succeeding.  They see 

other people leading, like myself and feel like anything is open to them. 

 

MS. ERBE:  Wisconsin voters have never elected a woman to the U.S. Senate or 

as governor.  But Baldwin says voters are most focused now on jobs. 

 

REP. BALDWIN:  It’s a very unique environment right now in Wisconsin.  

Generally across the state people are really struggling in this economy.  And they’re 

furious with the disconnect that they’re seeing in the political discourse and debate in 

Madison, Wisconsin, and in Washington, D.C.  They want representatives who are there 

to fight for them.  Middle class and working families have really taken it on the chin, 



both in this recent recession and this political environment than in the years past.  And so 

I really think that Wisconsin’s Senate seat is going to stay in Democratic hands. 

 

MS. ERBE:  The seven-term congresswoman is the presumptive Democratic 

nominee for the Wisconsin Senate race.  She says improving the country’s economy is 

her top priority. 

 

REP. BALDWIN:  Growth in our economy is the number one strategy to get out 

of this deficit situation.  We’re in a global marketplace now.  We have to have a 

workforce and industry that is globally competitive.  If there is a leveled playing field, I 

have no doubt that Wisconsin businesses and U.S. businesses are going to compete 

favorably. 

 

MS. ERBE:  Baldwin hopes her campaign will inspire more women to seek public 

office. 

 

REP. BALDWIN:  In a democracy, we’re strongest when we actually reflect 

society.  And so we have to have more and women stand up.  We have to have 

increasingly legislatures that look like America.  And in the U.S. Senate, there are 17 

women out of 100.  I have to think that there’s some connection between how women fair 

in the overall economy and where women sit in terms of corporate board positions, and 

top executive management in corporations, and in policymaking bodies like the U.S. 

Senate and the House of Representatives in our state governorships and legislatures. 

 

(End video segment.) 

 

MS. ERBE:  How would you rate her chances politically this year in Wisconsin? 

 

MS. CARNAHAN:  I think she’s got a really good chance.  And Wisconsin is 

really interesting.  In many ways it’s like Missouri.  Now, our senator, Claire McCaskill, 

was the first elected woman to the Senate.  Certainly she didn’t have the LGBT issue.   

 

MS. ERBE:  First from your state you mean. 

 

MS. CARNAHAN:  Yes.  From our state.  And Wisconsin is the same way.  We 

haven’t had a woman governor.  We hadn’t had a woman senator.  But Wisconsin is kind 

of like a ground zero going on right now.  You’re going to have the presidential race 

there.  You’re going to see the president going there a lot.  You’ve got a lot of Republican 

overreaching that’s been going on in that state.  There’s a backlash.  There’s a recall on 

the governor.  So there’s going to be a lot of focus on Wisconsin and she’s going to get a 

lot of support. 

 

MS. CHAVEZ:  Well, I do think that Wisconsin is right sort of in the middle of a 

lot of the battles over which direction – (inaudible). 

 

MS. ERBE:  Right.  We should just say that’s the Republican governor –  



 

MS. CHAVEZ:  Scott Walker.   

 

MS. ERBE:  – was very popular coming in, then played around with the unions, 

took power away, and negotiating power away from the unions.  Now everybody’s upset 

about that. 

 

MS. CHAVEZ:  Yes.  And so that –  

 

MS. ERBE:  And there’s a recall –  

 

MS. CHAVEZ:  They have a recall –  

 

MS. ERBE:  They garnered twice as many signatures as they needed for his recall 

petition. 

 

MS. CHAVEZ:  Right.   

 

MS. JACOBUS:  He also fixed their economic problems. 

 

MS. CHAVEZ:  Yes, that’s right.  Right.  He’s done a lot of very positive things.  

So I don’t know how Wisconsin is going to go.  She’s a very appealing person in terms of 

her personality.  I think actually the country has moved so far on the issue of 

homosexuality that it’s probably not – that’s not going to be the factor.  She may be too 

liberal.  She may be a – who knows what’s going to happen in the presidential election. 

 

MS. NATIVIDAD:  But it’s not being gay. 

 

MS. CHAVEZ:  Yes.  But it’s not going to – I don’t think it’s going to be being 

gay.  No. 

 

MS. NATIVIDAD:  No.  And I think people are hungry for people who project 

effectiveness.  You know, the fact that she was there for seven terms and given fairly 

high marks I think is a good thing going into this race.  It doesn’t mean, however, that 

there will – that it’s an easy ride.  I think all of those forces that you’ve just described 

does make for a difficult political win.  But because it is so turbulent, that’s when 

somebody like a Tammy Baldwin can possibly succeed.   

 

What I feel bad about is losing one more woman in the House, a Democratic 

woman, a Democrat, period, because, clearly, we are not in charge in the House and it 

makes life a little bit difficult.  But I’d love to see her into Senate.  Seventeen percent is 

absurd, 17 out of 100.  

 

MS. JACOBUS:  Yes.  I’m sorry.  Here’s the thing now about Tammy Baldwin.  

She is being defined by her sexuality and she’s done that to herself.  She started the Gay 



Caucus in the House and that sort of thing.  So if she wants to define herself by that, she 

says her priority is the economy, and it should be.   

 

You’ve got – you know, you have 49 million people living under the poverty line 

in this country, 13 million unemployed.  And there might be people that sympathize and 

agree with her on the issue of gay rights, but they might not necessarily want to put – 

have that be the priority.   

 

Also, she has a really low approval and disapproval rating throughout the state of 

Wisconsin.  And she’s been in Congress for a while.  She does well on the liberal hotbeds 

of Milwaukee and Madison, but she’s in the low 20s for both where you’ve got Tommy 

Thompson who I think will be the Republican nominee who’s got a 49 percent approval 

rating and a 31 percent disapproval.  But her disapproval and approvals are about the 

same.  She has that to contend with.   

 

MS. ERBE:  But isn’t there a very conservative Republican candidate who if he 

doesn’t get the nomination said he’ll run as a third-party independent? 

 

MS. JACOBUS:  I think they would probably be able to shut him down.  I think 

you have to give the nod to Tommy Thompson.  He’s beloved in that state.  And he does 

well with independents.  He’s a moderate.  And I do want more women running for 

Congress and for the House and the Senate.  I don’t want us to feel obligated to vote for 

them because they’re women.   

 

But we have Linda Chavez here who ran for the Senate in my home state of 

Maryland in 1986 and we were all glad to see that.  And she helped open a lot of doors 

and was a real trailblazer. 

 

MS. CHAVEZ:  First two-women race.   

 

MS. JACOBUS:  Yes.  And I hope that we continue to have that.  But, 

realistically, in Wisconsin, I can’t name one legislative achievement of Tammy Baldwin 

as all those years in the House that would make me think, wow, she should be a senator.  

It’s the truth.  We have discussed it. 

 

MS. NATIVIDAD:  It’s what Linda said earlier.  It’s got nothing to do with her 

sexuality or even her gender.  It’s the politics of the moment that might derail her. 

 

MS. JACOBUS:  But she has no achievement of her own.  None. 

 

(Cross talk.) 

 

MS. NATIVIDAD:  And, as many things that you have said are going against her, 

there are also other people who are saying why it is possible for somebody like Tammy 

Baldwin could win this time around? 

 



MS. JACOBUS:  I want to know her legislative achievements.  What’s her 

record? 

 

MS. CARNAHAN:  I’m going to say this.  I don’t think we can sit here and say, 

wow, it doesn’t matter if you’re gay and it doesn’t matter if you’re a woman.  It still does 

matter.  And we look at the numbers in the Congress and the proof is in the pudding.   

 

MS. CHAVEZ:  But you’ve got to run.  You have to run in order to get more 

women in there.  Women don’t run. 

 

MS. CARNAHAN:  You have to run.  That’s true.  Right.  And the women that 

have run, yourself included, and there are many reasons why you don’t win, but I know 

that in states that have conservative rural areas, which are a lot of them, that it’s difficult 

for a woman to be in that position, governor or senator. 

 

MS. JACOBUS:  She has nothing to run on. 

 

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

for Black History Month, the first African-American female fighter pilot.   

 

Check our website, pbs.org/ttc for “TTC Extra.”  This week, the controversy over 

LEGOs made just for girls.  And whether your views are in agreement or to the contrary, 

please join us next time. 

 

(END) 

 

 

 


