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Bonnie Erbe: “This week on to the contrary: first, female candidates use motherhood as an asset. Then, is the 
Violence Against Women Act in jeopardy? Behind the headlines: giving college scholarships to former gang 
members.” 
 
[Music] 
 
BE: “Hello I'm Bonnie Erbe and welcome to To The Contrary, a discussion of news and social trends from 
diverse perspectives. Up first, mom candidates. The surge of women running for political office this year comes 
with another distinction. Female candidates using motherhood as an asset in their campaigns. A number of 
women candidates are highlighting their status as moms in ads and speeches. Research as recently as last year 
found voters still uncomfortable with women candidates who have young children, fearing they were neglecting 
their maternal duties. But now young women are emphasizing their ability to multitask and relate to family 
issues. One woman leading the way for these candidates is Illinois Democratic senator Tammy Duckworth. 
She's the first senator to give birth while in office. Duckworth gained the unanimous consent of her colleagues 
to allow babies under the age of 1 on to the Senate floor during votes. 
 
Tammy Duckworth: “Making um, the Senate floor accessible to uh, babies through the age of 1 was critical, 
and I'm getting support from you know colleagues that I never would have had anything in common with who 
are stepping forward and saying, ‘Hey, you know this makes sense it's allowing me to get better staff to have 
more generous family leave policies.”  
 
BE: “So Congresswoman Norton, is having a child while running for office an asset or an obstacle for women 
in 2018?”  
 
Del. Eleanor Holmes Norton: “Bonnie, commendable but risky, unless you uh, pair it with universal child care, 
because the public will say, ‘Who's taking care of your children? Nobody's taking care of mine.” 
 
Sabrina Schaeffer: “I think it's a challenge, a blessing, and a juggle. We’ll go from there.” 
 
Megan Beyer: “I think it's an asset, but once they do win they'll find themselves in one of the most hostile work 
environments for working families: the US Congress.” 
 
Jennifer Higgins: “I think this cycle you're seeing women wear it as a badge of honor or more so than thinking 
of it any other way simply because of the environment shifted a little bit.” 
 
BE: “What I just don't understand about all the--I mean more power to these women, etc. However, in 2016 we 
had polling data, not that as you pointed out, Megan, anyone believe it's polling data anymore, but that voters 
didn't like it. I mean they thought, ‘Who's taking care of your kid?’ like Eleanor said. So why this turn around in 
2018? Is it is it because of Donald Trump and what he's done to women's rights?” 
 
Megan Beyer: “Look, I don't know how this plays that people are kind of leaning in on the fact that they're 
mothers. But what I do know is when we had our elections in Virginia, we had a lot of women candidates, and 
we ended up, and we weren't supposed to win one seat in the house, we won 15 seats in the house, 11 of them, 
every seat where we had a woman running, won. Right now we have 62 nominees for these, uh, congressional 
races. So, I don't know what the numbers say, I don't know what people are thinking, but I know women are 
winning and they're winning on these messages.” 
 
SS: “And I think it's, I mean look: women are, working mothers are working all over the place, right? Whether 
they're they’re teachers or doctors or, um in factories, or, they're working everywhere. And so I think that this is 
just an extension of that, that we're seeing women now run for Congress with their children, and I think it's a 



good thing, and I think it's not a bad thing to shake up Congress a little bit. I think there are realistic challenges. 
It's hard. There's certain jobs that are 9-5, this is not one of them.”  
 
BE: “Are most House seats gerrymandered to the point where it doesn't matter what Democrats do they're just 
not going to pick back up the house?” 
 
SS: “Well I think that the gerrymandering is a huge issue. I think it’s a big issue in part because it means that 
that people, like-minded people stay near like-minded people, and I think it's important that we actually come 
together and have civil discourse and I think women are good at that and I actually, I'm happy to see more 
women running because I think that they are able to set at a table like this and say, we may disagree on things 
but we can also sort of get through some of the noise.” 
 
EHN: “I really agree with that, I certainly do. But but this this policy matter seems to me to be at the forefront 
of this. If you're going to be nursing on camera, or otherwise have your kid propped there, don't have her 
propped there as a prop. Relate it to the absence of universal child care for the average woman out there, for the 
average family out there, and perhaps then the child will be seen, more than as an ad prop, but as someone 
who's speaking to you who's sitting at home. So I think it is very risky, unless it is policy oriented.” 
 
MB: “But you know most of these candidates are for some kind of universal health care now I'm talking about 
the 62 Democrats. There are 72 women running and 10 are are um, Republican.” 
 
BE: “Okay, but let me ask you this. Cortez, the woman up in New York who is a Bernie Sanders person not a, 
you know, not a mainstream Democrat. Um, are most of these women who are running in and incorporating 
their children, their young children, their infants, into their ads and into their campaign also for Bernie 
Sanders?” 
 
MB: “No. In fact, you know, we have several candidates; there's a wonderful woman, Hagan, in Texas who is a 
veteran, who was a helicopter pilot and she talks about opening doors and she has this wonderful video and 
includes, you know, women's, traditional women's issues. but also you know she's a tough veteran. And we 
have a spectrum of candidates this year that you could not have imagined and any other cycle. One of the 
reasons is we've had a few organizations on the Democratic side that have been kind of grooming these women. 
One is called ‘Emerge’, another one is called ‘Off the Sidelines’, it's a group that,” 
 
EHN: “What about, ‘She Should Run’?” 
 
MB: “And ‘She Should Run’. There are a number of them and, and this is,” 
 
SS: “We’re catching up a little. On our side.” 
 
MB: “Okay. Tell us about yours.” 
 
JH: “What I would say is I agree with Sabrina, I think working mothers have sacrificed for many years in the 
private sector and in the public sector, and I do think that some of the advances and improvements that we've 
seen in policies in the private sector. My hope is that, that anors to the government, to Congress, if these women 
are in position, young mothers especially, who are able to contribute on to the dialogue around Universal child 
care and paid family leave.” 
 
MB: “And can I say one thing about yes about once they do win? There's something that most people don't 
understand. Imagine if you had a job and they said, ‘Now, about a half or maybe a third of the time, we're going 
to send you to another city and you're gonna work in another place where your colleagues will be at, but we will 



not pay for your housing. We will not pay for any of your expenses, but you are required to go. And, by the 
way, you can't move there because you need to have your address here in, in this hometown.’ I mean, can you 
imagine if you're taking that job? That is the job that members of Congress have. They are not paid and so ‘and 
then they might tell you’. But a hundred, if you wonder how you can handle this, a hundred male colleagues of 
yours in this other location have decided to live in the building and live in the office. And so, you’re imagining. 
‘Well, what does that office look like?’ Well guess what? There’s a hundred of them now and it’s beginning to 
look just like you think it’s looking.” 
 
BE: “And none of the women yet?” 
 
EHN: “None of the women. And, for men who have to, that schedule that you just spoke of is a schedule for 
men as well, and they handle it very well. They handle it very well not only because-” 
 
BE: “Because they don’t have to take care of the kids.” 
 
EHN: “Exactly! Children are at the center of this. Maintaining a home is at the center of this. And, un, unless 
you get something that the average woman can identify with, which is that, ‘I go to work every day and I don’t 
have to worry about children.’ If you go to work everyday, they think you don’t have to worry about children. 
And that the difference. They really believe that there's somebody that helps you that they don't have. And if 
anything that’ll make, make them envious and make them resent you unless you relate it to something for them 
as well.” 
 
BE: “It sounds to me more like you're describing Republican voters. You know, full-time moms in the suburbs, 
white, Republican, president Trump's base. Is it having that same impact on African-American, inner-city 
women?” 
 
EHN: “I, I  would say that I would think it's important to say that Democratic women are probably more open to 
this because they're Democrats. But I think they would, they would raise the,” 
 
BE: “And aren’t the democrats energized this year?” 
 
EHN: “Uh, excuse me. Terribly energized. So, they won't be turned off by this and, and they will understand it 
and they won't say it, they will say Universal Child Care. But I'm asking for the women themselves to do more 
than say, ‘This is cute!’ This is more than cute. And if that’s all that is, that, that is a problem.” 
 
BE: “But is a large, are a large percentage of these women saying, ‘Here's my baby. I need universal healthcare. 
I can't afford two houses, even on our congressional salary. And the part of the answer is Universal Health, 
Child Care.” 
 
EHN: “Every time you bring a child on screen you ought to be saying that, or else what are you bringing the 
child on screen first, for? It ought to be related to while that child is with you at that moment.” 
 
SS: “They are saying that.” 
 
JH: “Well and there's still a disparity to Megan's point about the fact that we you're looking at, like, 80/20 here 
at best. Maybe 90/10 of these women that we’re talking about are on the Democratic side of the ledge are not 
the Republican, and that's still very much a problem for us as a party. Ensuring that we have equal numbers and 
there's some level of parity, because you're right, we will face the same challenges when it comes to having 
80% of those folks talking about universal health care and no one on our side talking about something similar.” 
 



BE: “Alright, let us, please let us know what you think and follow me on Twitter @BonnieErbe or 
@tothecontrary. From Moms and Politics, to VAWA.” 
 
BE(Offscreen): “Time is running out for the Violence Against Women Act known as VAWA. VAWA helps 
women fleeing abuse. It funds programs to help them heal from the trauma of abuse, and punishes abusers. The 
law was first approved in 1994 and last renewed in 2013 after a long legislative battle. But it's set to expire at 
the end of September, if it's not renewed when lawmakers come back from August recess. Congress will only 
have 11 days to act. An extension bill was introduced by Democrats, but it could have trouble passing because it 
expands protections, rather than simply extending current law. It also lacks support from a bipartisan group of 
members of Congress. The bill makes it illegal for those convicted of domestic abuse to buy or own a firearm. It 
expands protections for Native American women.” 
 
BE: “So, Meghan, I asked the same question I asked when it was up for renewal last time which is obviously 
convicted abusers should not have guns, but, you know, and should not because the woman, in most cases, the 
woman will end up dead. But, uh, if this is such, so critical to the Republicans that they can't let go of opposing 
this, why sacrifice everything else that VAWA does? Explain the Democratic strategy here.” 
 
MB: “You know, I think it's a, it's a very different time. This is in the crosshairs of two very strong movements. 
The March for Our Lives, this, this very passionate feeling about gun safety and #MeToo. Enough is enough. 
You know, time's up. You know, this crosses both of those very strong new movements in American politics 
and that's why, I think, the Democrats are, are gonna hold the line on this.” 
 
BE: “Do you think they're gonna win?” 
 
MB: “I think the Democrats are gonna win." 
 
BE: “Is this gonna, is it gonna get renewed with, with those two controversial amendments?” 
 
JH: “I think the hardest part right now is acknowledging that Republicans don't have an interest in rebooting a 
war on women, like, two months before a very significant election in the term election. Will there be an 
extension? Will we have this addressed right between now and September 30th? Probably not. It'll probably 
very much a short-term effort and exercise. But, I think my bigger thing is that we're in, very much, an 
environment, and I think congressman Norton can speak to this more, where it's very much an all-or-nothing 
environment in Congress right now. I think VAWA’s a very bipartisan issue for a very, very long time and it 
became very politicized because some people wanted something, and some people wanted something, and we 
couldn't find a way to meet in the middle. So, Republicans did their thing, and Democrats did their thing, and I 
think we need to get to a place where it's not all or nothing, because the bipartisan nature of VAWA is sort of 
the foundation of the policy which is, ‘We don't want to see women abused, um, in violent ways.’” 
 
EHN: “And it took a long time to get the first VAWA, which is interesting enough. It didn't just come easily. 
Um, but it's,” 
 
BE: “But my question to you again, why, ok, drop those two clauses,” 
 
EHN: “Well, they might be dropped.” 
 
BE: “And get the whole bill renewed, and then fight later over the gun control and Native American,” 
 
EHN: “Not later. If you want to, if, if in fact a gun is, is, is a danger to a woman who has had an abuser, you 
shouldn't drop it before you even try. So, so what we have now, it seems to me, is, well, it's already in trouble 



for this reason. The sponsor is a democratic woman. It ought to be, we're not in charge, so the sponsor ought to 
be somebody on the other side.” 
 
BE: “Well, why did, why didn't,” 
 
EHN: “That's everything. It seems to me that,” 
 
BE: “Why didn't whoevers behind this get bipartisan support?” 
 
EHN: “Because that's my point. She obviously couldn't. At least with the bill that we have now. So what may 
happen is that those sections that are controversial, just as you said, may have to be dropped for the boot, for the 
bill to move forward at all. And, and, and, but you can't ask people who've had people come to see them to say, 
‘the bill needs to be enhanced’ not try it out. Not put it out there in the first place.” 
 
SS: “I do you think there's areas where, you know, progressives and conservatives can come together and it's a 
shame that women have become this political pond. Obviously, there's a lot of women who are involved with 
this. Um, I think there's some, there's some problems with VAWA in the past and now but, the same time, we 
just spoke a few minutes ago for our online site mega, online segment about female genital mutilation, and 
that's something that we ought to include in VAWA and I think that there's, from this table, I think there may be 
a lot of, sort of, mutual support for that and maybe some leadership.” 
 
MB: “I know that bringing in the gun issue is gonna make it very difficult for the Republican Party. But when,” 
 
BE: “But on the other hand, how can anybody say, ‘Oh, I'm for letting convicted abusers get guns!’ I mean, 
come on!” 
 
MB: "Well, I would agree with you, but I know it's tricky, because of all the NRA support. But there are also 
statistics to show that these mass shootings that, you know, I think have created a real reaction from everyone 
across the political spectrum, are primarily done by people who have had charges of domestic violence against 
them. And that's another place where this crosses. And so, it could be a good argument.” 
 
BE: “Do you think it'll pass? Do you think it'll-- I mean, again, how can Republicans, if the public understands, 
you know, it's a, it's a, in the scheme of things, it's much, it's seen as a minor issue because it's not the defense 
bill or a tax cut bill.” 
 
JH: “If I were advising Republicans, I would say that seems like a winning argument to make in the absence of 
having a conversation about significant gun control legislation. But we've had this discussion before about the 
fact that is anyone gonna sit there and say that they support violence against women? They shouldn't, but there 
are plenty of Republicans who have voted against the effort in the past because they let the perfect be the enemy 
of the good.” 
 
BE: “And do you think, do you expect to be able to change Republican minds?” 
 
EHN: “Well, now it's gonna be in the election because she put it forward, she had to put it forward without a 
Republican co-sponsor, so it's, it's out there and Democrats would be foolish not to make clear that Republicans 
won't even, won't even let move a bill that would, would protect women against violence.” 
 
BE: “Alright, Behind the Headlines: From Prison to College. A new initiative is giving money to former gang 
members. Up to $32,000 a year, to go to college.” 
 



Kismauri Pena: “Before I was in another prison, um, I was stripping, I was prostituting, I was doing everything 
but the right thing.” 
 
BE (offscreen): “Today, Kismauri Pena is a student at Bunker Hill Community College, but she says she 
wouldn't be in school without a program that some call ‘radical’.” 
 
Michelle Caldeira: “We did get, uh, reactions, well, you know, sort of ‘why are you paying bad kids for 
college?’” 
 
BE (offscreen): “The program is called ‘Boston Uncornered’, and it was created by the nonprofit group 
College-Bound Dorchester.” 
 
MC: “Right now we have about 50 students that are receiving the stipend. It is $400 a week, uh, which works 
out to, very close to living wage and the way we look at is we're not paying students to go to school, we are 
giving them the opportunity to focus on the path that's right for them.” 
 
BE (offscreen): “Collegebound says it's cheaper to give kids 32 thousand dollars each year than to spend 
taxpayers money on incarceration, lawyers, probation and other subsidies.” 
 
MC: “You're spending about a hundred thousand dollars a year on her year after year. This investment for us, 
where Kismauri becomes a contributing citizen rather than one where were currently, um, contributing to, uh, 
services that get her nowhere, essentially, um, is a much better deal.” 
 
KP: “My brother went to prison for murder in 2002. My brother was my best friend, my parent, my everyday 
life. My mom was getting abused, so she wasn't around, and he's like the only thing I had to look up to. Around 
that time when he got arrested, I went around to try to rob people. I got pregnant and I had a kid. I didn't have an 
income, I couldn't get a job.” 
 
BE (offscreen): “Kismauri was in and out of trouble for other crimes such as fraud and theft. But she says things 
changed as her daughter grew.” 
 
KP: “Inside of being in another prison, inside of being a selfish mother, a selfish person, and not doing better 
for my daughter, you know, because she deserves better. This is my turning point. I'm her role model. I'm her 
example.” 
 
BE (Offscreen): “Kismauri told To the Contrary she had heard of the program before, but it wasn't until later 
she realized that she should sign up to improve her daughter's life.” 
 
KP: “Everything that they help you with here, it could push you if you want it. If you don't want it, then don't 
waste your time. But if you want it, and you want to go to school and you want a better career for your child for 
you or whatever the situation may be, I feel like College-Bound is the perfect stepping-stone.” 
 
BE (offscreen): “College-bound has plans to expand the program to other cities.” 
 
MC: “The ones who are closest to the cycles of violence and disruption in those communities, they are, really 
are the solution. They are the ones who can be the agents of change.” 
 
BE: “So, a hundred grand a year to keep somebody in prison. Why isn't every person in government for this 
program since it's cheaper and it helps people pull themselves up?” 
 



JH: “I think it's fantastic. I don't think there's anything negative you can say about it. I think that we, we've seen 
a lot of discussion in Congress over the past many years about the need for criminal justice reform; the need for 
finding ways to look at mandatory minimums, etc; finding ways to get people who have misdemeanors, drug 
offenses off out of prison and into the workforce and giving them a second chance. This is a great opportunity 
for, I think, women as well as young men to be role models for their children, but also to give them the skills 
they need. And currently, they hit these barriers because of their past and I think if anybody wants the 
opportunity to succeed and we're able to give that to them, absolutely. It should be a program that should be a 
national effort.” 
 
EHN: “I think that, really think this is tailor-made for women. I recognize that women, it's open to women and 
men, but remember, women have mostly been involved in nonviolent offenses, uh, and essentially these young 
people were on the outskirts of any kind of opportunity. So giving them an amount of money so they don't have 
to go out looking for work or looking for illegal activity does seem, to me, to make a lot of sense but it makes 
particular sense for women.” 
 
MB: “And, you know, you've made the point about a hundred thousand versus thirty two thousand. It's really 
more than that because education has a multi-generational echo-effect economically. So, I love looking at 
Kismauri with her daughter and thinking, “You know, she's gonna see a mother as a graduate from college. 
She's gonna try to graduate from college. It's going to have reverberations for future generations.” 
 
BE: “And you made a good point. I mean, it's current- we were discussing it humorously before the taping of 
the show, but, I mean, gang members do have some kind of entrepreneurial spirit. And if they could turn that or, 
you know, they know how to make money and they know, not legally of course, but if they could turn it to 
using those skills legally, um, why not?” 
 
MB: “And some of that is a function of a lack of exposure. They were exposed to a certain environment, they 
showed leadership skills in that environment and maybe we could channel it another way.” 
 
SS: “And I love the fact that this is privately driven. The idea that a community got together and said, “We need 
to do something to help people in our community and then we'll see if we can expand it.” So it not only saves 
taxpayers the hundred thousand dollars, you know, each year, but it's saving-- that money can be redirected into 
things that, that society needs that is more productive.” 
 
BE: But, Eleanor, what, a hundred thousand a year for a prison. I mean, I remember ten years ago. It was 
forty-fifty thousand dollars because they used to say, ‘when Harvard's tuition was forty thousand dollars that 
you spent more to send the kid to prison than to Harvard’. What has, is that privatization?” 
 
EHN: “No. They’re counting more than in your room and board in prison. They're counting the courts, they're 
counting all that it takes to make sure you lock somebody up, and, look, we tried everything else. The notion of 
taking and, remember these are targeted youngsters, that the men have been gangbangers and the women, uh, 
have committed crimes like fraud and the rest. Uh, it does make a lot of sense. This is a pilot program and 
you're right, it's important that the private sector has started it, but because of its success, and it looks like it's 
having some success, the government ought to say, ‘We want in.’” 
 
JH: “I think it says something about education, too. I think that for many people, low income people, who have 
the idea of going to a four-year college in the, that cause has here, whether they're, they have convicted of, 
committed crimes or not. I think the acknowledgement that we've created a program that makes it school 
attainable, that makes education attainable, that makes skills attainable, is something that you can feel confident 
about. Maybe you're not going to go to med school and be a brain surgeon, but at least you have a path to 
provide those skills and to contribute to the economy, but also, again, to give back to your own family and to 



create income in a legitimate way.” 
 
BE: “I wonder what the failure rate is, though. I mean, we haven't reported on that so we don't, I don't have a 
figure, but, but,” 
 
EHN: “You know, bear in mind that since I've been in Congress, Congress has, has wiped out opportunities for 
people to take courses, at least in the Bureau of Prisons, making it almost impossible to prepare yourself once 
you get out. So, instead of understanding what education does for you, they're depriving people of the right to 
go straight, I believe.” 
 
BE: “So, they strip funding for courses for people in prison.” 
 
MB: “Now they'll have extra money and apply it back.” 
 
BE: “Before we go, we'd like to announce with pride that one of the winners of our About Women and Girls 
Film Festival, ‘Ties That Bind,’ was selected to be part of the PBS online film festival on the PBS website. 
That's it for this edition. Please follow me on Twitter and visit our web site pbs.org/to-the-contrary, and whether 
you agree or think to the contrary, see you next week 
 
[Music] 
 
 
 


