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MS. ERBE:  This week on To the Contrary, up first, Romney’s side of the war for 

women voters.  Then, another chance for the ERA?  Behind the headlines: a female 

politician who’s forgoing reelection, North Carolina Governor Bev Perdue. 

 

(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, Ann Romney defends her 

choice to stay at home and raise her kids. 

 

Presumptive Republican presidential nominee Mitt Romney went full force for 

women support this week.  Romney blamed President Obama for the recession that has 

placed so many women out of work.   

 

Meanwhile, a firestorm erupted over one CNN analyst’s remarks that Romney 

should stop citing his wife on women’s issues because she, quote, “never worked a day in 

her life,” end quote, and, therefore, doesn’t understand women’s economic concerns.  

The remarks prompted Ann Romney to post her first tweet saying, quote, “I made a 

choice to stay home and raise five boys.  Believe me, it was hard work,” end quote. 

 

So, Congresswoman Norton, will Ann Romney help her husband, Mitt, win the 

women’s vote? 

 

DEL. NORTON:  Ann Romney is trying, but you can’t put a burden on a wife to 

lift Mitt Romney out of the sinkhole that he’s in on women’s issues. 

 

MS. SCHAEFFER:  Well, I’m not sure that he’s in a sinkhole but I think that she 

may have some ability to help on the margins at least because I think more and women 

are feeling that women on the left are judging the choices that they’re making, that the 

choices that they make, if they choose to stay home like Ann Romney did, are not the 

right choices. 

 

MS. NATIVIDAD:  I don’t think so, but, never mind.  (Laughter.)  Ann I think 

will add warmth and connectedness to a candidate who can’t connect.  But, in the end, 

it’s what you said.  It is Romney himself who not only must articulate the issues that 

concern women but he’s got to give the right numbers. 

 

MS. KENNEDY:  As we’ve seen throughout history, women have been the 

backbone of these politicians.  You have the Bush wives.  You have Michelle Obama.  

You’ve had Jacqueline Kennedy.  So the bottom line is Ann Romney will give the feel to 

Mitt Romney to help him win in November. 

 

MS. ERBE:  And let’s get, of course, to the topic that’s on the nation’s mind this 

weekend, which is the remarks by CNN commentator Hilary Rosen, for which she has 

apologized, saying that Ann couldn’t talk to women’s economic concerns because she 



never worked a day in her life.  The reaction and the response – and even President 

Obama’s distancing himself from Hilary Rosen, a Democratic strategist – fair or not fair? 

 

DEL. NORTON:  Hilary Rosen will find very few women on the left agreeing 

with her.  Indeed, the president himself just the week before at his women’s summit had 

said – his women’s summit on economic issues, by the way – had singled out this notion 

of a war on women to say that is not where I’ve ever come from and had separated 

himself even from what some – and I suppose they must have been Democrats – have 

been saying on this issue.  So if you want to go at Hilary Rosen, it’s all of us against 

Hilary Rosen.  It would be hard to find any Democratic women who agreed with her on 

this issue. 

 

MS. NATIVIDAD:  Women don’t win when you – women who work at home 

and those who work outside.  Most women in both places don’t like the choices 

necessarily.  You know, the women who have to stay home worry about, well, my career 

– I may not have a career.  Those who work outside the home say, I could probably be a 

better mother.  This is like our anxiety, ongoing anxiety.  So nobody wins when you 

make comments like that.  It’s totally inappropriate. 

 

MS. ERBE:  But it has been skewed toward Rosen slamming women who do 

choose to become fulltime homemakers, not that – you know, 95 percent of women have 

a choice or not a choice.  They either are lucky enough to have enough money in their 

families so they can stay home or they have children and they can’t afford to stay home 

so they have to leave them.   

 

But, was that really what her remarks were about?  Ann Romney, a warm woman 

or whatever she is, is, you know, in a financial category that she’s not in the 1 percent.  

She’s in the 0.0001 percent.  And Mitt Romney has been using her politically, which, of 

course, all spouses do, but every time he raised, well, I have to talk to Ann about that, or 

Ann says –  

 

MS. SCHAEFFER:  They’re partners. 

 

MS. ERBE:  Well, they’re partners.  Okay.  But my point is, is there not 

something to be said for the fact that Ann Romney financially, forget about what choices 

she’s made, but financially cannot relate to most women because her economic class is so 

far above everybody else’s and her choices are so different from everybody else’s? 

 

MS. SCHAEFFER:  I’m not sure that it’s not going to resonate with people.  I 

think that women will know one way or the other, if you are at home, you are paying for 

those groceries.  You’re paying for those gas bills.  You’re doing the house budget.  

People, they won’t necessarily I think falter for being wealthy.  In fact, they’ll probably 

look at her and think, wow, if I could stay home and have that nice big house, I’d like that 

too. 

 

MS. ERBE:  You mean those seven nice big houses and those 20 Jeep Cadillacs. 



 

MS. SCHAEFFER:  That doesn’t take away from the fact that women are – 

whether they’re at home or in the board room, they are astutely aware of the economic 

pressures that are facing American families today.  And I think in that regard Hilary 

Rosen really it’s more – less pitting of stay-at-home moms versus career moms as sort of 

Washington elite versus the rest of America. 

 

MS. NATIVIDAD:  I don’t think it’s Washington elite.  I mean, we’ve had 

spouses of rich candidates – Laura Bush, okay, Jacqueline Kennedy, okay, but wealth 

was never held up for some reason as something that divided them from other people.  

They managed to convey somehow a connectedness with the concerns of all Americans.  

The last Bush too was able to do that, for instance.   

 

Romney can’t.  And so that’s how come he leans so much more on a wife that 

probably would not have been your touchstone, if you will, if he were able to somehow 

understand the economic pain that all Americans, women and men, are suffering, but 

especially women in households now that are so cramped for money.   

 

But, you know what, this tilt to let’s try to address women’s issues, he can do as 

much of that as possible, but there is going to be a Republican convention where 

conservatives will push for a platform that will tie Romney to positions regarding 

women, for instance, that may be difficult for him to move to try to address this gender 

gap.   

 

MS. KENNEDY:  Well, you know, it’s a shame that we have to sit here and even 

debate this because we should have the choice, if we want to be at-home moms or if we 

want to work and not have to justify it.  And, to me, that’s the problem that now Ann 

Romney has to justify, well, yes, I didn’t go to a 9:00 a.m. to 5:00 p.m. job but I raised 

five boys.  I raised one boy and that was hard work.  (Laughter.) 

 

MS. ERBE:  Let me also tell you, as a woman on the other – as a child free by 

choice woman, on the other side of that equation – and we’re 20 percent – 20 percent of 

Americans are not having children – that we have to justify – we face prejudice – what’s 

wrong with you? 

 

DEL. NORTON:  There’s a way – he shouldn’t have done this to his wife.  He 

should use her for what she is.  If in fact he had some women on his staff he could point 

to, to say, my chief of staff or my policy director, that would be a whole lot more 

interesting to women than hearing him constantly refer to his wife. 

 

MS. KENNEDY:  It can be overdone, but it is endearing because I really – for me 

personally, he seems sincere.  I mean, I’ve seen different politicians, whether they’re 

male or female, and kind of go to his spouse. 

 

DEL. NORTON:  Whether he’s sincere or not –  

 



MS. KENNEDY:  It really seems like he really values her opinion, whether it’s 

less important –  

 

MS. NATIVIDAD:  You can value her opinion but not lean on her constantly to 

define him on most issues. 

 

MS. KENNEDY:  Look at Clinton.  Look at President Obama.  They’ve all done 

it. 

 

DEL. NORTON:  He has done this to her.  If he keeps calling out his wife, then of 

course people are going to look to her in a political way that they would not have not 

before.  So, you know, the way in which candidates (view ?) their wife as jokingly, or 

they do it with respect to what they do at home, they don’t constantly refer to them in 

policy terms because they know that that will make the wife a target as well as the 

candidate. 

 

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

@BonnieErbe.  From women speaking out to equal rights for all. 

 

(Begin video segment.) 

 

MS. ERBE:  Another shot at an equal rights amendment?  It’s been 40 years since 

the ERA was sent to states and 30 years since the deadline for states to ratify the 

constitutional amendment which gives women and men equal rights under U.S. law.  

Maryland Senator Ben Cardin wants to remove the deadline for states to ratify the ERA.  

He says the time is now. 

 

SENATOR BEN CARDIN (D-MD):  I think it’s very important that we had the 

fundamental protection in our constitution on equal rights for women.  We’ve seen 

women’s rights under attack at all levels.  And I think it’s important that the fundamental 

protection be in our constitution.  The interesting thing, Justice Scalia noted that our 

constitution does not require discrimination against women but it does not protect it 

either.  And it’s important that this nation deal with that fundamental issue. 

 

MS. ERBE:  The Equal Rights Amendment passed in 35 states, three states short 

of the 38 required to add it to the constitution.  But Cardin and other senators hope three 

more states will sign on. 

 

SEN. CARDIN:  I tried to figure out why someone would be against in 2012 

saying that women have equal rights.  I just can’t understand any opposition to it, but 

clearly there are those who are going to try to prevent this from happening.  We hope that 

we have the majority of the Senate and the House that are prepared to move forward and 

then allow the last 15 states to take this issue on. 

 

(End video segment.) 

 



MS. ERBE:  Do you think, Sabrina Schaeffer, that we need an ERA? 

 

MS. SCHAEFFER:  I do not.  I think that we are protected under the Equal 

Protection Clause, under the Civil Rights Act of 1964 and numerous different federal 

statutes.  I think that sometimes there are unintended consequences of legislation like this 

and people forget that this would prohibit the kind of gender segregation that sometimes 

we want, for the boy scouts, for the girls scouts, for single-sex education, things that I 

think everyone at this table would agree are sometimes beneficial for –  

 

MS. NATIVIDAD:  I don’t – I don’t agree. 

 

DEL. NORTON:  You’re right, Sabrina.  You’re right, Sabrina.  That’s really 

what stopped it, and by 1982, that people were able to conjure up just those kinds of 

things that weren’t good answers for them.   

 

But let me say why I think this is coming up now.  You notice an uprise of talking 

about the ERA.  Why would they be talking about the ERA now?  It’s the spate of anti-

woman legislation that these Republican legislatures and some even in the House and 

Senate – Blunt comes up with an amendment that says that you cannot – that an employer 

anytime he wants to, for no reason, can deny health benefits it if offends his conscience.  

Of course, he had in mind contraception, but he went even beyond that.   

 

But they have done it to themselves.  And because they have done it, people now 

are beginning to talk about the ERA.  And everybody knows that if we couldn’t pass the 

ERA in the 1970s at the height of the feminist movement when the country was far more 

progressive that today, when the country is horribly divided and far more conservative, 

you’re not going to finally get a breakthrough even if they do in fact extend the deadline.   

 

So what we have done in the interim, as much as many of us want an ERA, is we 

have had pretty good progress on legislation to address these matters, but when you get 

Arizona, for example, taking back the functional equivalent of the Equal Pay Act, you 

invite people to say, oh, for goodness sakes, let’s go back to the ERA. 

 

MS. SCHAEFFER:  So then it’s a political game.  And I know, but let me –  

 

MS. NATIVIDAD:  It’s not a political – no, let me tell you because I fought for 

this, okay?  You have to understand that there is no constitutional touchstone for equal 

rights for women in this country.  You say, well, the Civil Rights Act and this act and that 

act – they are only ways to somehow squeeze gender in –  

 

MS. ERBE:  Irene, let me ask you – so what are women missing by not having – I 

mean, even Justice Scalia, the most conservative, or he and Justice Thomas who votes the 

way he does all the time – I mean, they’re like a pair – said that women aren’t protected 

as a separate class under the constitution.  So how do women lose if we don’t have an 

ERA? 

 



MS. NATIVIDAD:  The laws that have been passed that Congresswoman Norton 

mentioned are repealable (sp).  There is no – when I said permanent touchstone, that’s 

exactly what, say, the Supreme Court needs so that they could refer back to it in terms of 

evaluating the laws that are brought – or cases that are brought before them.   

 

You know, I fought in that fight and it was painful.  You had to go state by state 

and get two-thirds votes of those state legislatures to come within three states.  It was 

incredibly painful.  We spent millions.  We marched.  We did everything possible.  And 

so it’s very hard to have somebody sort of just say, well, really, no more.  We don’t need 

it anymore. 

 

MS. ERBE:  But I want concrete terms.  So you’re saying Arizona repealed its 

Equal Pay Act? 

 

DEL. NORTON:  Yes.  That’s an example. 

 

MS. ERBE:  So women in Arizona – 

 

DEL. NORTON:  Frankly, you’re not going to find – let me frank about it.  I’m 

for the ERA and I do agree – and the major reason I’m for it is not that there are so many 

gaps in the law.  It is precisely that you have already seen repeals of some women’s 

legislation.  You could not repeal or it wouldn’t matter if Arizona repealed –  

 

MS. ERBE:  Okay.  But for somebody who’s watching – so women in Arizona, 

because there’s no ERA, an Arizona woman can legally be paid in the same exact job as 

the guy next to her less money? 

 

DEL. NORTON:  No.  No, because there’s a federal law. 

 

MS. KENNEDY:  There’s a federal law.  The federal can dictate, so to speak – 

constitutionalists don’t write me – but there’s a federal law that says equal pay for equal 

work.  So even though the state itself has repealed it, there are still protections for women 

under the law.  And I agree that we don’t need to have the constitutional amendment 

when we do have so many federal laws available for women to sue based on sex 

discrimination or monetary discrimination.   

 

And personally I do believe it’s a political ploy.  Senator Cardin is running for 

Senate in Maryland.  And I think he’s starting to be concerned about, well, I’ve got to 

bring something to the forefront that will get women motivated, that will get women – 

it’s not about Republicans attacking women because Republicans aren’t attacking 

women.   

 

When we – it’s a different issue, I know – but when we talked about the birth 

control or contraceptive and the Catholic Church, you saw not only conservative women 

but you saw moderate and liberal Catholic women who were opposed to it.   

 



DEL. NORTON:  Oh, really? 

 

MS. KENNEDY:  Yes, really. 

 

MS. NATIVIDAD:  Listen to me.  If you wanted to run for reelection, you don’t 

choose the ERA as a platform to become popular. 

 

MS. SCHAEFFER:  One thing that’s sort of upsetting about this kind of 

legislation is it helps fuel the idea that society, the workplace are hostile, are antagonistic 

toward women.  And at some point –  

 

MS. ERBE:  But Justice Scalia agreed –  

 

MS. SCHAEFFER:  Yes, but let me finish. 

 

MS. ERBE:  Wait.  Justice Scalia said women don’t have equal protection with 

men under the constitution without an ERA.  He said it.  I’m not saying it. 

 

MS. KENNEDY:  It’s a legal statement.  It wasn’t his opinion that it’s right or 

wrong.  He said –  

 

(Cross talk.) 

 

MS. SCHAEFFER:  As the White House just said – as the White House just said 

at their council last Friday, that women are now becoming overwhelmingly the bread 

winners in their home.  They make up 50 percent of the workforce.  They’re 

outperforming men educationally and professionally.  Women are doing so well. 

 

MS. ERBE:  Wait, wait, wait.  Educationally but not professionally. 

 

MS. SCHAEFFER:  They are.  They have –  

 

MS. NATIVIDAD:  Sabrina, what world are you on?  For goodness’s sakes, we 

have 14 women CEOs out of 500, only 16 percent of Congress. 

 

DEL. NORTON:  But the ERA wouldn’t lead to that. 

 

MS. SCHAEFFER:  That’s exactly right. 

 

DEL. NORTON:  That’s not a constitutional issue.   

 

MS. ERBE:  Last word. 

 

DEL. NORTON:  I really think if we’re going to have a serious discussion about 

this that we do have to boil it down to what it is it would do.  And that is what has been 

most difficult.  You hit upon it or you touched upon what is very important – all those 



laws could be taken out tomorrow.  We have such a conservative bunch in these state 

Houses and in the Congress, don’t think that couldn’t happen. 

 

MS. ERBE:  All right.  Behind the headlines: Governor Bev Perdue.  Instead of 

seeking reelection, the North Carolina Democrat plans to campaign for high-quality 

education after she leaves office. 

 

(Begin video segment.) 

 

MS. ERBE:  North Carolina’s first female governor, Bev Perdue, started her 

career as a teacher, but it was her work in the 1980s with sick elderly citizens that led her 

to seek public office. 

 

GOVERNOR BEV PERDUE (D-NC):  When I first ran, I was working at a 

hospital.  I have a Ph.D. and ended up taking care of really old, sick people and got 

frustrated with Medicaid.  So I figured I couldn’t fix it whining in my little home town in 

North Carolina and I got the courage – the first woman to run from my district actually.  

And stood up and ran for office at a time in the late ’80s when men especially in my part 

of the state of North Carolina, very rural, eastern, said a woman didn’t belong anywhere 

but in the kitchen. 

 

MS. ERBE:  So began Perdue’s political career, first as an elected member of 

North Carolina’s House of Representatives, then lieutenant governor, and eventually 

governor of North Carolina.  Governor Perdue has worked to expand children’s health 

care coverage and raise teachers’ salaries.  Then, in February 2012, after 20 years in 

politics, Perdue decided she wouldn’t run for reelection. 

 

GOV. PERDUE:  I don’t call it retiring.  I’m not going to retire.  I’m just not 

going to run for office anymore. 

 

MS. ERBE:  There’s a lot of speculation about Perdue’s decision not to run.  

Critics say her unpopular stands such as raising the sales tax to pay for education, have 

cost her voter support.  Others say her Democratic Party pressured her not to run due to 

dropping poll numbers.  Perdue says she refuses to play partisan politics. 

 

GOV. PERDUE:  In North Carolina and I think in Washington as well the 

environment is so rabidly toxic where many of the players in the Senate and the House of 

both Congress and my general assembly care much more about winning the election and 

the politics than they do in solving the challenges that our states and counties have. 

 

MS. ERBE:  Governor Perdue’s supporters say she has championed education for 

more than three decades.  She has personal reasons for her education focus – neither of 

her parents graduated from high school but they encouraged her to get an education, 

which led her to eventually become the first woman governor of North Carolina. 

 



GOV. PERDUE:  I couldn’t be there but for somebody else who made sure that I 

had a great teacher who had a good salary.  He cared about me and made sure I had the 

ability to get a college scholarship and go on to a public university.  And that’s the 

passion that’s driven me all these years. 

 

MS. ERBE:  She is yet to announce her plan specifically when it comes to 

education advocacy, but Perdue says she’ll pursue her passion to transform the education 

system. 

 

GOV. PERDUE:  North Carolina has one of the most highly rated pre-k programs 

in America.  We have written the book on the difference maker, good quality, high 

educational pre-k years for children who are at risk.  And the general assembly has 

consistently refused to fund those programs for some part, cut them back, cut them back.  

And there’s nobody out there in North Carolina to speak up in the public arena who’s 

shaken the tree or beaten the drum and saying, hey, you guys and gals, stand up and fight 

for schools, fight for the future.  I intend to lead that drive. 

 

(End video segment.) 

 

MS. ERBE:  Do you think, Irene Natividad, she can be as effective lobbying, 

rallying for education, quality education in her state outside the governor’s office as in? 

 

MS. NATIVIDAD:  Yes.  I mean, slogan (as ?) an advocate.  The three of us here 

are advocates and the congresswoman in her office.  Yes, you can given the visibility that 

she received already as a governor, she can.  But there’s nothing like being in the position 

of power to be able to move the needle perhaps even more.  There are only six women 

governors.  So as somebody who used to be president of the National Women’s Political 

Caucus, have pushed for women to be in political office, I rue those numbers.  I mean, 

Sabrina, this is what I meant.  We’re so few in charge, whatever it is, whether it’s 

governments or businesses.  So we need more of her, I don’t care, Republican or 

Democrat. 

 

MS. ERBE:  So, I mean, is this – is there, especially this year, when in the last 

election we saw for the first time the number of women in state Houses and in Congress 

go down, is this a really bad time for her to be not running for reelection? 

 

MS. NATIVIDAD:  Because there are so few executives, you know, in charge – 

you know, six women out of 50, when somebody that visible steps down, it’s another 

signal to women that that’s not something perhaps that they want to do.  There have been 

studies that we did a long time ago that showed that when a woman ran for office, held 

that office, that it somehow breaks all kinds of perceptions that a woman could not do 

that kind of work. 

 

MS. SCHAEFFER:  I just wrote an article for the “Huffington Post” that I wrote: 

political office isn’t for everyone.  And the fact is – I mean, that’s wonderful that she’s 



given this many years and that she’s been effective in her own right, but there’s many, 

many ways that women can influence the political landscape. 

 

MS. NATIVIDAD:  Of course. 

 

MS. SCHAEFFER:  And I think that we sometimes put too much emphasis on 

achieving parity in politics rather than saying, you know, she could have a dramatic 

impact by opening up a lobbying shop or a think tank or a grassroots organization or as a 

writer or any number of ways that she can –  

 

(Cross talk.) 

 

DEL. NORTON:  Can I say something? 

 

MS. ERBE:  Eleanor. 

 

DEL. NORTON:  Can I say something, because I think it’s important to note 

here.  This is a woman of deep courage.  One of the reasons that she I think is making the 

right decision, she cannot win.  The reason she cannot win is that she has raised taxes for 

education purposes during her term at a time when everybody else was doing exactly the 

opposite.  She’s in a state which has become a model in the south for higher education 

but she compares her state, for example, with the other up south state, Virginia, where 

they also are a model in elementary and secondary education.  And she sees that North 

Carolina is not there and she knew that they needed resources.  What this woman did was 

to sacrifice her option for another term in order to do the principle thing and now she 

wants to do the principle thing full blown.   

 

MS. KENNEDY:  I hate to say this but I really agree with you, Delegate Norton, 

in that and I’ve always felt this way, whether it’s a male or female representative, 

governor, what have you.  I’d rather someone stand on principle.  I’m not pro-tax but she 

made a stand and decided that her state needed to raise taxes.  I don’t agree with it and 

obviously a lot of her citizens didn’t, but she stood on principle.  And I think that’s far 

more important than her just staying in office because she’s a woman.  To me, that speaks 

much higher. 

 

MS. NATIVIDAD:  A lot of governors are actually faced with the quandary she 

was in because of limited resources. 

 

MS. KENNEDY:  Sure.  In Maryland.  

 

MS. NATIVIDAD:  So courage.   

 

MS. ERBE:  Courage.  That’s it for this edition of To the Contrary, courage.  

Next week, mandatory E-Verify.  Please follow me on Twitter @BonnieErbe and 

@ToTheContrary and check our website, pbs.org/ttc where the discussion continues.  

Whether you agree or think to the contrary, please join us next time. 



 

(END) 

 


