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MS. ERBE:  This week on To the Contrary, first, lawmakers and voters may not 

share priorities, then fall television shows a new side of men and women.  Behind the 

headlines, more of our interview with former Governor Jennifer Granholm of Michigan.  

She and her husband discuss switching traditional roles.     

 

(Musical break.) 

 

MS. ERBE:  Hello, I’m Bonnie Erbe.  Welcome to To the Contrary, a discussion 

of news and social trends from diverse perspectives.  I’m pleased to be back after four 

months.  More on that later.  But up first, the economy and anti-abortion legislation.   

 

While the economy sits poised on the brink of a double-dip recession and the 

occupy Wall Street protests gain traction across the nation, the Republican controlled 

House of Representatives this week passed a bill that allows hospitals to deny women 

abortions even when the life of the mother is in danger.   

 

Meanwhile, state legislatures across the country are considering almost 200 bills 

narrowing abortion rights.  One in Mississippi proposes granting personhood to fertilized 

eggs.  This seems to contravene the logic of Republican presidential hopefuls, who, 

except for Michele Bachmann, have stayed away from the abortion issue.  We wondered 

whether Congress and state legislatures’ concentration on this issue seems frivolous 

during hard economic times, or conversely, if Democrats should be countering this recent 

surge in interest in the abortion issue by the GOP with activism on the left.   

 

So Congresswoman Norton, should the GOP be spending this much time on anti-

abortion initiatives or on a jobs plan?   

 

DEL. NORTON:  Bonnie, they just as well.  After almost a year in control of the 

House, they have yet to introduce a jobs plan.   

 

MS. PARKER:  Well, I believe that they can walk and chew gum at the same 

time.  So while the money issues are very important, so are the moral issues.   

 

MS. CARNAHAN:  Absolutely they should be spending time on jobs.  This is a 

wedge issue and the Republicans always bring out this wedge issue in an election year.   

 

MS. SCHLAPP:  Well definitely the Republicans can handle the economy as well 

as focus on these moral issues as abortion.  This is a pledge that they made to America 

and I think that they’re moving forward on both ends.   

 

MS. ERBE:  But do you think the – if you’re one of the 14 million Americans out 

of work and watching this, wouldn’t you want Congress to be spending all its time 

figuring out how to get to you a job?   

 



MS. SCHLAPP:  Well, just today, the House approved ways to reduce excess of 

regulations for small businesses.  The problem here is, is that President Obama has been 

too busy out there campaigning in these various states instead of coming back to 

Congress and really sitting down with both parties.  I mean it’s not just the Republicans 

that don’t agree with the president’s jobs bill.  There are plenty of moderate Democrats as 

well that had said this is an awful bill.  And instead of being out there campaigning, sit 

down with both parties – this is what President Clinton did with the welfare reform bill.  

This is what President Bush did with the education bill.  This is what we need, leadership 

from our president.   

 

DEL. NORTON:  Oh, come on.  You’ve had a lot of leadership.  The president 

has introduced a jobs bill.   

 

MS. SCHLAPP:  The same jobs bill – 

 

MS. ERBE:  One at a time.   

 

DEL. NORTON:  You know what, I’m talking.  He’s introduced a jobs bill.  The 

jobs bill was taken literally from bipartisan bills or provisions that would make them go.  

If Republicans don’t agree with the president’s job bill he’s got it out there, then they can 

come forward, especially since the control the House, and say well, this much of his bill 

we agree with and this is – this much we don’t agree with, but this is what we’re going to 

do.  Instead, they don’t want to put a jobs bill out.  And – 

 

MS. SCHLAPP:  That’s not true.   

 

DEL. NORTON:  And repealing the – repealing – (laughs) – repealing the EPA is 

not a jobs bill.  Cutting food stamps is not a jobs bill.   

 

MS. PARKER:  The question on the table, the 14 million that are now 

unemployed, I think that many of them are doing what we as a country need to do, and 

that’s assess our priorities.  How did we get here?  All of life is not about economics.  

And so when you think about what they’re doing on these moral issues, maybe we should 

check ourselves.  Maybe we should ask people questions about who we’re going to be.  

This would not be the first time in the history of this country.  When you think about 

slavery, there was a lot of emphasis on the economy.  There was a lot of interest on fix 

something, do something for me.  Perhaps this is for all of us to get our attentions off 

ourselves and onto something maybe bigger.   

 

MS. ERBE:  But you know, Debra, since the anti-abortion rights groups have 

made so much progress and at least according to the pro-abortion rights caucus, it’s 

getting to the point in most of this country where is very difficult if not impossible for 

women to get abortion because there’re so many restrictions, why isn’t your party 

fighting back?  

 



MS. CARNAHAN:  Well, I think our party is fighting back.  I mean they voted 

very strongly against the legislation yesterday.  It’s very, very difficult, as you’re 

pointing, out to get an abortion.  And in this legislation, they want – I’ll say, as me, a 

woman, you want me to die?  I go to a hospital.  My life is in danger.  I have two other 

children, but you’d rather see me die than perform an abortion on a child that I’m 

carrying.  And I find it immoral, not moral.  I find it very immoral to tell me that this is 

what my circumstances are going to be as a woman and we are slowly losing – 

 

MS. ERBE:  Yes, but let me ask you this.  You don’t see – you say that the 

Democrats in the House blocked the bill or helped – 

 

MS. CARNAHAN:  It was a bipartisan legislation.   

 

MS. ERBE:  Okay.  But – but you don’t see the Democrats in Congress or in the 

state legislatures coming forward with proposals to increase rights for women who need 

abortion.   

 

DEL. NORTON:  Like what – 

 

MS. ERBE:  The way, the way you do see Republicans moving to narrow those 

rights.   

 

MS. CARNAHAN:  Well, I mean that’s an interesting question.  I can go to my 

state of Missouri and say that pretty much up until the 12
th

 week you could have an 

abortion and just on demand, and then would be a case of your health.  But I don’t know 

how else you can expand that.  You know, I don’t know that we want to go to 16 weeks, 

right, on demand, so 12 weeks is fine.  But then they turn around and say no, you have to 

come a day ahead of time.  You have to sign this.  You have to do this.  And they start 

restricting it and restricting it, and then what the Democrats do is fight back that we have 

a lot of Republican controlled legislation – 

 

DEL. NORTON:  Bonnie, we won this one.  Therefore, we’re on the defensive.  

We’re trying to keep what we won.   

 

MS. PARKER:  I’d like to say something about this.  One, I would like to know 

why you would stop.  If you think it should be on demand, why not to the ninth month?  

But the question I want to ask about this whole discussion is that that’s not what this bill 

is about.  This bill is about protecting people of conscience, people that do not want to 

participate in abortion.  First of all, we’re talking about protecting Catholic hospitals.  So 

the ObamaCare already makes everyone complicit in abortion, in killing developing 

human beings.  And there are people for religious reasons who do not want this 

participation.  So what this piece of legislation does is says if you are a hospital and you 

have a conscience about abortion, then you will not have to serve in this way.  If you are 

a health care provider, you will not be forced into participating in a behavior that you do 

not believe against your will.  You  

 



(Cross talk.)   

 

MS. SCHLAPP:  And the federal law before ObamaCare stated you stabilize both 

the mother and the unborn child.  I mean it was clearly stated in the federal law.  What 

happened was when ObamaCare was passed, things opened up.  There was holes, 

loopholes.  And so this was also to basically say we’re not going to allow for federal 

subsidies for these high-risk pools and things that President Obama, the way he had to 

win these moderate Democrats, the only way these Democrats were going to go and vote 

for ObamaCare was – were with these sort of executive order, which we know is hollow, 

which we know at the end of the day they’re allowing for these federal subsidies to occur.  

And the majority of Americans, 65 percent oppose federally funded taxpayer abortion.   

 

MS. ERBE:  But there haven’t been since the Hyde Amendment in the early ’70s.  

There have been none – 

 

MS. PARKER:  Obama opens – ObamaCare opens the door for it to happen 

again.  That’s the problem.  That’s why they’re having – 

 

DEL. NORTON:  And I challenge you to cite – I challenge you to cite anything 

the president’s bill forced a closing of what had been before the toughest abortion laws 

possible.  And now we have an executive order on top of a health care bill that makes that 

very tough, that makes it very difficult for women to even use their own health insurance.  

They want to wipe out abortion.  And therefore, they are making it almost impossible.  

And yes it’s true.  And guess what, the majority of the American people still approve 

abortion.   

 

MS. ERBE:  All right.  And we are out of time on this topic.  From changing 

strategy to changing culture.   

 

This fall’s television lineup advances several cultural themes, but the question is 

is TV imitating life or is life imitating TV.  First, more plus size women are showing up 

in primetime TV, even winning Emmy awards, in shows ranging from “Glee” to “Grey’s 

Anatomy.”  The average female in the U.S. is a size 14, and some plus size stars believe 

looking like real women is key to high ratings.   

 

Second, male roles are changing in favor of more empowered women.  More male 

leads are the butts of the jokes on new shows this season.  Comedies with emasculated 

characters are on almost every primetime channel.  And even more male roles cast men in 

a feminine light, claiming behaviors like using body wash and staying home with the kids 

are unmanly.   

 

So Star Parker, let’s start with the big women issue.  Is it a good idea for 

television to normalize that or does it say to women who may try to control their weight, 

hey, you don’t have to.   

 



MS. PARKER:  Oh, I suppose it could be both.  I think that what happens in 

Hollywood is that script writers write and then casting directors try to make something, 

create something that people will laugh at, watch, so that they can – they advertise or sell 

soap.  When it comes to women and how they feel about themselves, well it just depends 

on what your goals are for life.  If you want to live a healthy life, then you should watch 

your weight.  If you don’t care that other people are being forced to pay for your health 

care, then maybe you don’t have to.  So I think it really comes down to personal choice 

and how you feel about yourself.   

 

DEL. NORTON:  Yes, it looks like obesity and overweight have gone 

mainstream.  I don’t know what took it so long.  Those skinny girls never were what the 

public were, never did imitate the public.  That wasn’t – that wasn’t imitating life.  But 

I’ll tell you, Bonnie, with the huge outbreak – it’s the only word for it – of diabetes 2, I 

wonder if we all ought to wonder whether or not maybe having all those skinny girls on 

television pushing us the other way is what’s better for our health.   

 

MS. ERBE:  Yes, a quarter – I read somewhere, 25 percent of all medical costs in 

this country due to diabetes, but go ahead.  

 

MS. SCHLAPP:  Well, I think we hope that the shows are really based on the 

talent of these women and not necessarily whether they’re skinny or overweight.  You 

know, they’re to make us engage, laugh, and enjoy the show.  I think it’s wonderful that 

now it’s much more open to different types of women, whether they’re big or small.  

Some people are not born skinny, and that’s just the way it goes.  Secondly, we hope that 

there’s more minority actresses to get on screen as well.  We don’t see enough of them, 

you know, African-Americans, Hispanics, Asians.  That’s – we hope that there is more of 

these types of women in these different shows as well.   

 

MS. CARNAHAN:  I agree.  I think it’s more representative of the population.  

It’s more realistic.  But it is a problem.  We now for the first time see a generation that’s 

not going to outlive their parents, is going to have a shorter life expectancy, and that’s a 

very serious thing.  So we don’t want to be sending the message that taking care of 

yourself and not eating and exercising is not important.   

 

MS. ERBE:  Okay, and what about the men’s angle of – these are comedies, let’s 

remember, but the angle of making fun of men who take care of their children full time 

and that’s sort of thing.   

 

DEL. NORTON:  You know, Bonnie, I think that this role reversal of the sexes is 

just trying to get used to what has occurred in the last 25, maybe even 50 years.  And men 

used to enjoy making fun of women or making fun of their mothers-in-law.  This is a 

little bit of pay back.  And men are kind of behaving like they’re supposed to be – and 

this genre, I don’t think it’ll last forever.  I really don’t.   

 

MS. PARKER:  I don’t think they really care.  I think men will do whatever they 

have to do to please women for food and sex.  Well, if it means changing roles, doing a 



few diapers here and doing a few dishes there, yes, we’re going to see more of it, but it’s 

not the first time we’ve seen men made fun of on television any more than women being 

made fun of on television.  That’s why I’m glad I live in a free country, so I don’t have to 

watch it.  (Laughter.)   

 

MS. CARNAHAN:  I have heard a lot of men complain about the male role on 

TV now, making them look stupid and incompetent and laughs, and I think it’s hitting 

some egos.   

 

DEL. NORTON:  Really?   

 

MS. CARNAHAN:  Yes.   

 

MS. ERBE:  They don’t feel that that’s countermanded or counterbalanced by, for 

example, all-day football on Sundays?  (Laughter.)   

 

MS. CARNAHAN:  No, they haven’t said that.  (Laughter.)   

 

MS. ERBE:  Well, I mean, you know, we’re talking about a couple of comedy, 

primetime comedy shows, versus whole channels of sports where – mainly focusing on 

men sports and making them look macho and in control.   

 

MS. CARNAHAN:  Right.  I mean I totally agree.  We used to have sitcoms that 

made women look like nothing more than “hello, dear, how was your day.”  You know.  

And so I think it is a little bit of payback.   

 

MS. PARKER:  Yes, but are men watching these?   

 

MS. SCHLAPP:  Well, I think if you can get your husband to change a diaper 

while watching the football game – (laughter) – that works.  

 

MS. ERBE:  But I wasn’t talking about while watching football.  I was talking 

about while playing football.   

 

MS. SCHLAPP:  As they get older, I don’t think they’re going to be playing 

much more football, but I really do think that we’re seeing more women graduate from 

college, more women in these – getting into careers.  And it’s a partnership.  And then the 

only way it’s going to work with raising family and raising these kids is we got both of 

them involved.  And the secret is I really think that the men actually enjoy, for the most 

part, being with their children and spending that time as opposed to always being in the 

office and never being part of raising the child.  And I think for the children, it’s 

beneficial to have both of the parents, you know, play that role.   

 

MS. ERBE:  All right, and behind the headlines – once again, Mercy – switching 

gender roles.  Former Michigan Governor Jennifer Granholm and her husband Dan 

Mulhern made it work.  During her eight years in office, he stayed home with the kids, 



while she worked.  But her new book explains it wasn’t all perfect.  Granholm and 

Mulhern sat down with To the Contrary to talk about the effects that running a state has 

on marriage and how family – and how they reversed traditional family roles.   

 

(Begin video segment.)   

 

MR. DAN MULHERN [Former First Gentleman, Michigan]:  The week after the 

election, I called the former first lady from Michigan, whom I had really respected.  I had 

watched her from afar.  And I said, can we get together?  She said, absolutely.  And I 

said, what did – how did you decide what to do?  She was very involved, one of the first 

first ladies to have an active formal role in the government.  And she said the most 

important thing to me – I’ll never forget that sentence – she said, your primary role is 

emotional.  And boy, that just hit me.  And she went on to describe how lonely it is being 

governor, how tough it is, how you can’t really be fully opened with almost anybody 

because everyone treats you different, even your own friends and family.  

 

GOVERNOR JENNIFER GRANHOLM (D-MI):  I think that there is an 

assumption for a male governor that the wife is going to be taking care of all the stuff at 

home.  That assumption didn’t come into office with us.  It’s not been part of our 

relationship.  He’s a competitive guy.  He is a jock.  He’s run his own businesses.  It 

wasn’t obvious that he was going to put all that aside or put his businesses aside in order 

to make sure that somebody was there for the kids.  And I’m truly – it was absolutely 

critical for us that he do that.  And I’m eternally grateful, as he knows, for his willingness 

to step up like that.   

 

MS. ERBE:  In their new book, “A Governor’s Story,” Granholm and Mulhern 

share very personal stories from their time as the first couple of Michigan.  One such 

story, Mulhern had always believed he would be the governor of Michigan.   

 

MR. MULHERN:  When I was young, I wanted to be in politics.  My dad was a 

mayor of a small city in Michigan.  I’d always had it in my blood.  And when we met, I 

thought I would end up as governor one day.   

 

GOV. GRANHOLM:  He would have been a great governor, too, I’m sure.  I – I 

am wired to be somebody who’s moving, going, doing stuff, doing stuff, doing stuff.  

And he’s wired – he’s very – he’s very thoughtful, very deep, very introspective.  So 

ultimately, the way it broke down, he was – he had more competency to be with the kids.   

 

MS. ERBE:  Granholm felt a great deal of guilt over missing moments in her 

children’s lives to run the state, but she says Mulhern kept the family going.   

 

GOV. GRANHOLM:  He’s somebody who’s so fantastic with the kids that they 

got the best of all possible worlds because their dad is such a remarkable human being.  

He is a coach.  He is their friend.  He is – you know, he wipes their tears and he exhorts 

them to greatness.   

 



MS. ERBE:  And while Mulhern raised the children, Granholm steered Michigan 

through its toughest economic climate.  She has advice for women who aspire to politics.   

 

GOV. GRANHOLM:  If you don’t have a supportive spouse, especially if you’ve 

got children, it’s just impossible to do.  Here’s a message: marry well.  (Laughter.)  And 

when I say that I mean choose a great mate, you know, because if you’ve got kids, you 

just need to have that, that stability at home.   

 

MS. ERBE:  Stability Mulhern feels he brought to the family home.  He hopes 

other men will lessen the pressure on themselves to be breadwinners and share the role of 

parent.   

 

MR. MULHERN:  My identity, I thought, was shaped in what I did in the world 

and I found the exact opposite.  And when Jennifer finished, I was extremely proud of 

her, but I had a sense that you’ve done something really marvelous.   

 

(End video segment.)   

 

MS. ERBE:  So Debra Carnahan, you’re married to a politician as well.  Did – 

how did you guys work it out in terms of –  

 

MS. CARNAHAN:  It was tough because there were offices that I wanted to run 

for and at times he encouraged me to run for the office.  And then when I said no, he ran 

for it.  And one of the reasons I said no had to do with our children.  And we met in 

politics.  We’re both attorneys.  We’re both very competitive.  And we’re both very 

political.  So it really has been a bit of a sacrifice I think on my part more than I saw ever 

coming.   

 

MS. ERBE:  Did you say no to running because you knew he wanted to run?   

 

MS. CARNAHAN:  Oh, no, no.  I really based that on my own personal life and 

the age of my children.  I find it interesting, though, that didn’t stop him from going 

ahead and doing that.  And I think this is an incredible story.  It’s a great story for 

women.  And I do think it’s important to marry well.  I really, really do.   

 

MS. PARKER:  Well, I don’t know what marrying well is because I think those 

are choices that people have to make and then they grow into that marriage.  And in that 

marriage, they’re going to make different decisions.  And sometimes, they work out, 

sometimes they don’t.  It’s good that this particular case worked out.  It’s interesting that 

he still has goals to become governor.  They probably had unique challenges simply 

because not just she worked while he stayed home, but she worked the job that he 

wanted.  So they became competitors as well.  So it’d be wonderful to get the book from 

the children to find out their perspective.   

 

DEL. NORTON:  But isn’t that amazing?  Because I’ve never heard of a situation 

where a man was supportive of his wife and yet he had dreamed himself of having the 



very job she won.  That is just incredible.  But I think what this man displays is an 

extraordinary admiration for her.  I think he felt that, excuse me, the best man won, that 

the person who was best suited in fact went on.  He has so little envy of what she did that 

– and so incredibly so that I cannot believe that he is the model somehow.  He is just the 

extraordinary man from whom other men can learn.  

 

MS. SCHLAPP:  And he was so honest about it.  He explained his weaknesses 

and really his struggles going through this process.  But I think that it’s a great story, 

especially for women who want to be involved in politics.  I mean we see Governor 

Haley down in South Carolina and so many of these other women really stepping up to 

the plate and saying it’s okay for me to be doing the public service job, which we know, 

as the delegate knows, it is so – you sacrifice so much.  You sacrifice your family for – 

for the good of this country.  And I think that that’s one of the things that fathers can do, 

is explain to their children your mom is doing something that is amazing.  And the fact 

that they are able to look at their mother as a role model I think is just – is just wonderful.   

 

DEL. NORTON:  And just think about it, could a governor, a woman governor or 

president have young children and not have a spouse that wanted to step in?  If you come 

to grips with what it takes in those formative years of a child to have a parent around, I 

can’t imagine that you could say just leave the kid with somebody to raise the kid.  So it 

seems to me he made the sacrifice knowing how important it was for the children to have 

a parent.   

 

MS. ERBE:  Do you think he’ll have enough time to pick up and become 

governor of Michigan now?   

 

MS. PARKER:  Oh, absolutely.  He’s still a young man.  But I think a bigger 

question might be can a child – and that child growing up in that environment – adjust to 

the fact that they don’t have a full time mother?  So we don’t want to, while we’re saying, 

what a wonderful man he was that he stayed home and watched his children and helped 

raised them, while the mother went out to save the world, but want to make sure that we 

don’t diminish the contributions that the  mother makes in a child’s life.   

 

MS. ERBE:  Debra, quickly.   

 

MS. CARNAHAN:  I think that – really quick – it’s a difficult life.  A political 

life is very difficult.  I admire them for doing this book.  I admire them for being open.  

And I think he said it wasn’t always easy.   

 

MS. ERBE:  All right and it wasn’t, but boy, amazing that there was no jealousy 

there.   

 

One final note.  On Memorial Day, I fell off my horse during an equestrian event.  

It was a catastrophic accident that injured my spinal cord and required two neck 

surgeries.  Initially, the doctors gave me 50-50 odds that I would walk again.  I overcame 

those odds and I’m walking and doing most of what I could before the accident.  Within 



two years I’m hoping for and working toward a full recovery.  I hope this is a message of 

encouragement, hope, and the importance of mind over matter.  It’s my thank you to you, 

our viewers.  Your notes and emails were a source of great support during my recovery.   

 

That’s it for this edition of To the Contrary.  Next week, what moms choose, a 

new survey by “Working Mother” Magazine on moms’ priorities.  Check out our website 

for TTC extra.  This week, does lipstick make women appear more confident?  And 

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

 

(END)  

 


