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MS. ERBE:  This week on “To the Contrary,” first, the war on women’s rights 

continues.  Then, International Women’s Day sheds light on the growing global women’s 

rights movement.  Behind the headlines: a female African king. 

 

(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, contraception 

clashes.   

 

(Begin video segment.) 

 

The political war over women’s access to contraception continued and broadened 

this week on several fronts.  More advertisers and stations dropped Rush Limbaugh’s 

radio show, even though Limbaugh apologized to Georgetown law student Sandra Fluke 

for calling her a slut and a prostitute.  Polls show Republican presidential hopefuls losing 

support from women voters for their stands on access to contraception.   

 

And female lawmakers have begun a push to legislate men’s health in the same 

way that state laws now subject women to counseling and invasive procedures if they 

want abortions or contraception.  The new proposed laws vary – some grant personhood 

to sperm cells.  Others require psychological counseling or invasive exams for men who 

want prescriptions for Viagra. 

 

SENATOR NINA TURNER (D-OH):  This is not a joke.  And it’s ironic that 

when women step up and enter these bills to regulate a man’s health that people would 

think that this is a joke.  When bills are introduced to regulate a woman’s reproductive 

health, nobody thinks it’s a joke.  So no.  This is really real.  I am just as serious as any 

person in General Assemblies across this nation and also in Congress who have 

introduced bills to regulate a woman’s womb. 

 

(End video segment.) 

 

MS. ERBE:  So Congresswoman Norton, the state legislator made an interesting 

point.  Why is it that when states legislate women’s health and women’s bodies, it’s taken 

for granted that that’s okay, whereas when they start legislating men’s health and men’s 

bodies, it seems bizarre? 

 

DEL. NORTON:  Well, Bonnie, I would caution.  Recent controversy shows – 

about health care almost every woman uses tends to show that legislating women’s health 

should not be taken for granted. 

 

MS. JAMES:  Well, quite frankly, Bonnie, I think that you see the disparity 

because the stakes are so different.  News flash – men and women are different 

biologically.  The stakes for women have to do with life and death decisions, whether a 



preborn child will be allowed to live or not.  For men, we’re talking about Viagra, 

whether or not he can have an erection. 

 

MS. CARNAHAN:  I think it’s a control issue.  Historically, we have wanted to 

control women’s bodies.  We have not wanted to control men’s bodies in the 

reproductive area.  So to control a person this way in their reproductive area is to say, I’m 

going to control you sociologically and I’m going to control you economically.  And so 

that’s what’s going on.  And there’s an uprising now because we have more women in 

the legislature going, no, you’re not. 

 

MS. SETMAYER:  And I think traditionally because legislatures have been made 

up primarily of men for so long that, yes, there becomes a disconnect in public policy.  

And I think that’s an honest debate to have. 

 

MS. ERBE:  How long will this – first of all, the state laws that they’re coming up 

with, one in Virginia, which didn’t pass.  It was introduced – would have required men 

wanting Viagra to get psychological counseling and rectal exams.  Are any of these 

things going to pass?  And what’s going to happen with women turning around and 

saying, now we’re going to give as good as we’re getting? 

 

MS. CARNAHAN:  Right.  I think it was surprising.  Was it Ohio or Virginia that 

it only failed by two votes.  So I don’t think in like the state of Missouri, where there’s 

legislation like this, that it’s necessarily going to pass but it’s raising public awareness.  

Viagra does carry with it health risks.  There’s risks of heart attack.  There’s risks of 

stroke.  So you should be able to say, you’re going to have to go through some exams if 

you want to be able to have this drug that has to do with reproductive organs. 

 

MS. SETMAYER:  As long as it’s scientifically necessarily and not just out of 

vindictive spite to say, you’re going to do this to us, we’re going to do this to you, 

because then it’s not going to be taken seriously.  I think that, sure, if there are legitimate 

medical risks to you taking Viagra, that it shouldn’t be so flippantly prescribed and men – 

yes.  If women have to go through whatever they need to go through for contraceptives, 

then they need to go through that for Viagra.  That’s fine if it’s medically necessary.  But 

what’s happening now –  

 

MS. ERBE:  But wait a second.  You know, there’s a huge disparity between 

what’s medically necessary and what isn’t.  In my home state of Virginia, there’s a law 

now that medical officers that provide abortions to women have to be built like hospitals, 

which all it’s doing is constructing, is adding tens of thousands, hundreds of thousands, 

millions of dollars to construction costs because the people who put those laws in want to 

stop abortions.  And that’s – but it’s not medically necessary. 

 

MS. SETMAYER:  Well, Kay made the point in her intro that, one, we’re talking 

about life and death and bringing forth life and procreation, which is – the burden is on 

the woman for that, and where for men it’s something – it’s something different.  And so, 

of course, it’s naturally going to be more contentious, more lasered (sp) in on those 



procedures because they’re trying to preserve life as opposed to being able to sexually 

perform.  I think there’s a huge difference there. 

 

DEL. NORTON:  Tara, but you made the right point initially.  You know, what is 

scientifically necessary.  Now, we’re not trying to get, especially today, more 

requirements, more health care requirements.  And we know good and well that it is not 

required in order to have an abortion to have a sonogram of any kind.  And we know it is 

not required in order to get Viagra to have a doctor – anything more than a doctor’s 

prescription.  So I don’t think that either of these should be passed.  I certainly don’t 

think that what they’re doing to the men is being done for anything except fun and to 

show off what they’ve been doing to women. 

 

MS. JAMES:  Bonnie, let’s walk this back for just a minute, because you raised 

the issue – I’m a Virginian as well – about the regulations surrounding abortion clinics.  

In the interest of women’s health, we want to make sure that those facilities are safe.  

They don’t necessarily have to be hospitals, but if you look at the body of legislation and 

regulation surrounding abortion clinics prior to this, I think it really did put women’s 

health at risk.  So can we set aside the debate for a minute –  

 

MS. ERBE:  Kay, with all due respect, even the proponents of the legislation, 

which has been passed but is – and signed by the very conservative governor but is being 

challenges in the courts, even the proponents fessed up that this was just to impede 

abortions as much as possible, not because it was medically necessary. 

 

MS. JAMES:  I think we’re talking about two different things.  One is the 

ultrasound legislation that just passed and then the other is regulation surrounding 

abortion clinics.  And I think that for the regulations surrounding the abortion clinics in 

the interest of women’s health, I want to see some regulation in place.  I want to know 

that if someone is lying on that table and gets into trouble, that there are medical things in 

place to protect her health.   

 

MS. SETMAYER:  And I think the pro-abortion people would like this. 

 

MS. CARNAHAN:  I don’t care where you have been, but I’d like to walk it back 

even more because what we originally started talking about was contraception here and 

we’ve kind of gotten into abortion, which is the tendency we do this.  Let’s talk about 

what’s happening here and requiring health insurance providers to pay for contraception 

for women.  They pay for Viagra to men.  There are statutes out that are 

disproportionately against women and against their reproductive rights and not men.  If 

you’re going to say that an egg is a child, that it has personhood, then by right it should 

be sperm.   

 

So those are the things that are coming back and forth that these issues about 

contraception are bringing up and women are up in arms and going, hey, wait a minute.  

Wait a minute.  We’re just talking about my right to protect myself from unwanted 

pregnancy.  It doesn’t have anything to do with abortion. 



 

MS. SETMAYER:  Right.  And no one’s taken that right away.  What war are 

Republicans waging on women’s right to contraception?  We’re talking about other 

people paying for it.  

 

DEL. NORTON:  No, we’re not.  No, we’re not.   

 

MS. SETMAYER:  There’s plenty of money for women to get contraception. 

 

DEL. NORTON:  No, we’re not. 

 

MS. ERBE:  Can I jump in here for a second?  The question is access.  And 

you’re right.  Well-to-do women – it’s not an issue of – it’s not access for all women.  It’s 

just access for poor women –  

 

MS. SETMAYER:  Title 10, Bonnie. 

 

MS. ERBE:  – which I think the Democrats should make more of a point of 

because you’re right.  The Republicans aren’t denying access to upper middle-class and 

wealthy women.  They’re only denying it to young, single, poor women. 

 

MS. SETMAYER:  That’s not true at all.  We have $317 million in taxpayer 

money that goes to Title 10.   

 

MS. ERBE:  That’s not enough. 

 

DEL. NORTON:  Wait a minute.  Excuse me.  Just a question of fact: the 

insurance companies we’re talking about have insurance paid for by the women.  Sandra 

Fluke was willing and in fact did buy her own insurance, every bit of it.  This was the 

issue.   

 

MS. SETMAYER:  For her –  

 

DEL. NORTON:  No, no.  This is the issue.  The issue was for insurance she paid 

for, should the insurance company be able to say, we’ll pay for every part of a woman’s 

health care except contraceptives.   

 

Now, we have gotten to the point finally where we say that contraceptives is not 

an extra for health care for Sandra Fluke or for any other women.  It is not about you 

paying for it.  Sandra Fluke paying for it.   

 

MS. SETMAYER:  For her it was religious.  It was a religious issue at 

Georgetown. 

 

MS. ERBE:  Wait a second.  Wait a second.  We are out of time actually, but I 

have one more quick question.  Have you been in the Twitter sphere recently? 



 

MS. SETMAYER:  Sure.  I’m on Twitter. 

 

MS. ERBE:  Okay.  Is this going to ignite a fourth wave of feminism, because if 

you go in the Twitter sphere, you see the hundreds of thousands of tweet messages from 

not just individuals but groups saying, come to these marches.  We’re sick of this.  Have 

the Republicans ignited the fourth wave of feminism? 

 

MS. SETMAYER:  I think that the specious argument of the war, false war 

against women has ignited that.  And Republicans need to be aware of it and not take that 

for granted. 

 

MS. ERBE:  Quickly. 

 

DEL. NORTON:  Of course it has.  We’ve finally gotten to what has awakened 

young women.  That’s the sleeping giant. 

 

MS. JAMES:  It has and it’s so unfortunate because – I’m not mad at you.  I really 

am not because you’ve done a great job of framing the issue.  We’ve done a horrible job 

of framing the issue. 

 

MS. CARNAHAN:  I’m glad.  And, yes, it is happening.  And it’s about time. 

 

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

@BonnieErbe.  From U.S. women to global women. 

 

(Begin video segment.) 

 

MS. ERBE:  Celebrations, rallies, protests worldwide mushroomed in observance 

of International Women’s Day this year.  There were rallies on Boston, Tunisia, 

Palestine, and marches in Bangalore, New York, Johannesburg, Jerusalem, Melbourne 

and many other places.  In Washington, the State Department’s celebration included First 

Lady Michelle Obama, Secretary of State Hillary Clinton and two of the most recent 

Nobel Peace Prize winners.   

 

LEYMAH GBOWEE [Nobel Peace Prize Winner 2011]:  Women in those 

countries, they are aware of their rights.  What they don’t have is the resources.  In this 

country, you have resources.  Over the last few days, you’ve been having a lot of 

controversy of about family planning, reproductive rights and health issues.  What 

amazes me is that central to all of those conversations have been men.  And then what 

you see on the other side is women politely angry.  I don’t see any politeness about being 

disrespected in the press.  You know, if it was my community in as much as we see some 

of the worst, we would have mobilized, and some of those disrespectful things would 

have come to an end. 

 



MS. ERBE:  Support for women’s rights overseas is growing at a rate that seems 

to rival or in some cases exceed that in the United States.  Turkey this week passed a 

number of laws that help protect women from abuse and domestic violence.  Globally 

there is growing support to end international sex and domestic labor trafficking.  This 

year, women’s issues were much wider discussed on social media and, quote, “Happy 

International Women’s Day,” end quote, trended number one all day on Twitter. 

 

(End video segment.) 

 

MS. ERBE:  So Kay James, are there other countries globally or even regions that 

are surpassing the U.S. in terms of advancing women in society? 

 

MS. JAMES:  I don’t think so.  I’d rather be a woman in the good old U.S. of A 

than anywhere else on the planet.  I certainly don’t want to be a woman in Turkey, Saudi 

Arabia, some African nations.  Does that mean that the job is done here?  Believe me, as 

–  

 

MS. ERBE:  What about Norway or Sweden or where women are 40 percent of 

the parliament, women are 40 percent on corporate boards, mandated, those sort of 

things? 

 

MS. JAMES:  Yes.  I’m not sure I want to see those mandates come to this 

country, but I have to tell you that there is a huge job left to be done.  And if there is 

anything that we can agree on around this table is that we’ve got to join forces as both 

conservative and liberal women, Republicans and Democrats to get it done.  This is a 

great country.  We’ve made great strides, but as a woman who serves on corporate boards 

and as a woman who has had the opportunity to work in every sector of this economy, 

there’s a lot left to be done. 

 

DEL. NORTON:  Okay.  You’re right.  This is not a country that’s going to 

mandate equal rights, mandate equality.  So that’s not how we’re going to get it.  But I 

still would say that there are countries that we should be compared with, countries in 

Western Europe where we’re not doing as well.  And, by the way, the way in which we 

are doing least well is in health care.  And women, of course, are affected particularly as 

they live longer than men, thanks to contraceptives.  They are affected far more than men 

by not having universal health care. 

 

MS. SETMAYER:  Well, I think that the International Women’s Day and the 

recognition of that, having very strong secretaries of state for us out there as global 

ambassadors from Condoleezza Rice to Hillary Clinton.  It started with Madeleine 

Albright many years ago.   

 

I think that example globally speaks volumes to other countries because, you 

know, Hillary Clinton, she’s a strong voice and advocate for women’s rights.  And so is 

Condi Rice actually.  And she’s the one that started the awards that they just gave out at 

the State Department under Bush.   



 

And some of the women that are being recognized for what they’ve gone through, 

it’s fascinating.  Women journalists in some of these countries who have been gang raped 

and jailed and tortured and they still come back because they feel it’s so important to get 

the word out and to stand up.   

 

MS. ERBE:  All right.  But you talked about global ambassadors.  In I believe it is 

April or May, the Organization of American States is meeting in Colombia.  There are 

five women presidents or prime ministers, country leaders of the countries in Central, 

South America and the Caribbean.  We haven’t had one.  There are now probably 30 

countries since Golda Meir in Israel that have had female country leaders.  We’re not 

even close.   

 

MS. SETMAYER:  We came close in ’08. 

 

MS. ERBE:  Well, not really.  Not really.  Yes, Hillary Clinton did more than any 

other woman had done politically.  But you look at the Senate.  You know, 15, 16 percent 

women; the same in the House.  Other countries have 40, 50.  In Rwanda, women are 60 

percent of the Parliament.  That doesn’t make you think –  

 

MS. SETMAYER:  Those are quotas. 

 

MS. ERBE:  No.  Rwanda is not quotas.  Rwanda is the fact that the fact that the 

war killed off a lot of men. 

 

MS. JAMES (?):  That’s right. 

 

MS. ERBE:  But doesn’t that – but there are plenty of them now.  Doesn’t that 

make you think that we are falling behind? 

 

MS. SETMAYER:  Yes.  And I’m part of an organization called Political Parity.  

It’s a bipartisan group that’s seeking to double the number of elected women in office by 

2020, bipartisan, you know, far ends of the spectrum because we recognize as women – I 

believe that we are the life blood of society and we should be the life blood of politics as 

well because we bring a certain perspective that is important.  So, yes, we have – we 

definitely have inroads to make.   

 

But I think in this country also women have greater freedom of choice to live their 

lives and some may not want to get into the political process.  There’s other factors 

involved than just America is male dominated and women don’t have the opportunities. 

 

MS. CARNAHAN:  But, you know, statements like that always surprise me when 

we say we have more choices here to live our lives.  You know, there are examples that 

Bonnie just gave of Norway, of France, of England – you know, we always act like those 

countries don’t exist, and they do.  And why we have a reluctance as U.S. citizens and as 

women to look at those countries and see what programs they have that would help us 



advance as women in this country and then, of course, look at ourselves and what can we 

do to some of the countries that you named, of course, that aren’t as well off as we are.  

But I think it’s very important that we not just say, wow, this is the greatest place for 

women in the whole world because it’s not. 

 

MS. JAMES:  It is. 

 

MS. SETMAYER:  Yes. 

 

MS. CARNAHAN:  There are things we can – so you say that –  

 

MS. SETMAYER:  Really?  So America is not the greatest country in the world 

for women? 

 

MS. CARNAHAN:  – but you don’t have stats to back it up on support for 

families, on income, as Bonnie said, on corporate boards, on legislative bodies –  

 

MS. SETMAYER:  So where would you like to move instead, Debra? 

 

MS. CARNAHAN:  I’m not saying I have to move.   

 

MS. SETMAYER:  I didn’t think so. 

 

MS. CARNAHAN:  I don’t get it why when you have to say in this country – 

Tara, when you say in this country that we can look at other countries and learn doesn’t 

mean we need to get the hell out of this country.  It means we love this country and we 

want to see it be better. 

 

MS. ERBE:  All right.  Last word, Eleanor. 

 

DEL. NORTON:  Yes.  It seems to me the way to look at where we’ve been and 

to keep on fighting for what we deserve is to take account of what we have won because 

if you don’t, you won’t encourage people to keep fighting.   

 

But this notion of American exceptionalism in everything doesn’t help us to keep 

fighting.  It doesn’t help us to do what we do best which is to reach even higher.  So I 

think, yes, you take account or else everybody would be discouraged.  But when you 

move on and say, somebody might be doing that a little better.  I’ll catch up with you 

soon even with women. 

 

MS. ERBE:  All right.  Behind the headlines: King Peggy.  A secretary at the 

Ghanaian Embassy got the surprise of her life when she was chosen as king of a small 

town in Ghana.  She sat down with “To the Contrary” to share her journey from secretary 

to female king. 

 

(Begin video segment.) 



 

PEGGIELENE “KING PEGGY” BARTELS [King, Otuam, Ghana]:  I received a 

call at 4:00 a.m. in the morning when my uncle passed away that I’d been chosen the 

king.  And at first I thought it was a prank so I just didn’t want to really be bothered 

because this was 4:00 a.m. in the morning.  So I asked the caller who was my uncle that 

why are you calling me at 4:00 a.m. in the morning?  He said, your uncle passed away 

and then we did all the prayers and the rituals, and your name came up, and you’ve been 

chosen the king. 

 

MS. ERBE:  She is called king.  In her culture, the queen is a figurehead with no 

authority.  The king is the leader and makes all the decisions.  So the elders named her 

king at her coronation. 

 

MS. BARTELS:  In fact, it was a little bit shocking to me because we’ve never – 

my family had never heard – or Otuam, which is my town, had never, ever taken a 

woman as a king.  And normally, when you say a king, what comes to people’s mind is a 

male. 

 

MS. ERBE:  Peggielene Bartels has been King Peggy of Otuam, Ghana, since 

2008.  She was born there but became a U.S. citizen in 1997.  She met with some 

resistance, especially from men who didn’t want a woman in charge. 

 

MS. BARTELS:  You know, like male chauvinism.  You know, they really fight 

you and when you try to make decisions that they are not used to, then definitely they 

will fight you.  You know, we know we have males who are really set in their own ways, 

very old age and they have never been ruled by a woman before. 

 

MS. ERBE:  She fought for respect and has earned it.  The town which did not 

have running water in 2008 now has three wells and she’s working on empowering her 

people every day. 

 

MS. BARTELS:  I’m working hard and trying to focus on so many things that the 

town, like bringing them computers because in this modern age, you have to have a 

computer to be able to compete with the world.  I really want them to be par with the 

world.  I think now they are really receptive of me because I’m trying to bring about all 

these beautiful things that they never used to have.  

 

MS. ERBE:  And for women in a country with only three female kings, King 

Peggy is a source of inspiration. 

 

MS. BARTELS:  I’m trying to empower them to do things for themselves.  And I 

think most women in the world will also look at what I’m doing and use me as their 

mode, role model of help them to achieve their goals that women can do it and then we 

always have to really be humble to accept a calling that comes not to say that I’m a 

woman I can’t do it.  You can do it. 

 



MS. ERBE:  King Peggy believes gender has no impact on good leadership. 

 

MS. BARTELS:  Once you put your mind on something, you can do it.  And also 

trying to motivate the children that they have to focus on the education, they may become 

king someday.  They may become lawyers, doctors or judges.  So they always have to be 

very strong in what they believe in.   

 

(End video segment.) 

 

MS. ERBE:  So role model for you, role model for other women? 

 

MS. SETMAYER:  I think she’s a role model certainly, especially for women in 

Africa.  And in Ghana – one of my best friends, she’s from Ghana and we talked about 

this.  And she explained to me that there’s a difference between North and South Ghana.  

They’re regionally more progressive in the South because of the port, because of 

commerce.  It forced them to kind of be more accepting of international progress whereas 

in the North, it’s very patrilineal.  So the men still run everything and there’s still a lot of 

work to be done in Northern Ghana, but this is a great story.   

 

And good for her.  I mean, she’s still a secretary at the embassy here and has a 

cousin as a liaison that runs the day to day affairs back in Ghana so she’s doing two jobs 

of royalty and as a secretary here at the embassy.  So good for her. 

 

DEL. NORTON:  But it does show you we’ve been discussing, so few women in 

Congress.  Shocks, here’s a society that leaped over everybody and has a woman running 

the whole kit and caboodle. 

 

MS. SETMAYER:  Well, she’s running a village. 

 

MS. JAMES:  I think she’s a great role model not just women, but for men too.  

Did you see the job she’s doing?  She’s getting water.  She’s digging wells.  She’s 

bringing computers in.  So I think she’s a good role model for men and women. 

 

MS. CARNAHAN:  I’d like to get a telephone call like that.  (Laughter.) 

 

MS. ERBE:  And you would go back to – what – Alexandria? 

 

MS. CARNAHAN:  Yes. 

 

MS. ERBE:  And become king of Alexandria? 

 

MS. CARNAHAN:  It sounds good to me. 

 

MS. ERBE:  What about the use of the term “king” though?  Shouldn’t – if we’re 

going to empower women – I know she said that queens are seen as not having power 



and so that’s why they called King Peggy.  But what about a push to start calling them 

queens? 

 

MS. SETMAYER:  Well, my best friend told me that this was somewhat 

controversial because of that.  And it’s so rare and especially because she’s an American 

citizen as well as opposed – you know, she was born in Ghana, but the fact that she has 

citizenship here, that she was surprised that she was able to ascend to this position.  But, 

you know, calling her King Peggy I guess at least she’s got the position and the authority.  

We can work on the title. 

 

DEL. NORTON:  But isn’t that great that they’re not quibbling about the title.  

They – (inaudible) – power in a woman. 

 

MS. SETMAYER:  Right.  She’s got the authority.   

 

MS. CARNAHAN:  Yes.  And did you all see the way that she was chosen as 

king, that there were 24 and they poured substances on the ground and hers bubbled up  

and steamed up and that was it?  It was divine intervention. 

 

MS. JAMES:  Well, you now, I don’t care whether they call her king or whether 

they call her queen.  The lady is in charge.  So we can all be happy, and doing a great job. 

 

MS. ERBE:  Doing a great job.  That’s absolutely terrific.  And that’s it for this 

edition of “To the Contrary.”  Next week, a new initiative to get more women into 

politics.  Please follow me on Twitter @BonnieErbe.  Check our website please to 

pbs.org/ttc for “TTC Extra.”  This week, the growing gender gap in politics.   

 

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

time. 

 

(END) 

 

 


