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Opening: This week on “To the Contrary”. First, can women voters sink the Supreme Court 
nomination of Brett Kavanaugh? Then, some call it “The Resistance hotel”; a hotel created for 
progressives opening up down the street from the Trump Hotel in D.C. 
 
[Music] 
 
BONNIE: Hello, I'm Bonnie Erbe, and welcome to “To the Contrary”, a discussion of news and social 
trends from diverse perspectives. Up first, the latest on the accusations against Brett Kavanaugh. 
 
(offscreen) Dr. Christine Blasi Ford, who accused the Supreme Court nominee, Brett Kavanaugh, of 
attempted sexual assault, is negotiating terms for her to testify before the Senate. Democrats accuse 
Republicans of trying to unfairly rush the process. They say more time is needed to avoid mistakes  
made during Clarence Thomas's Supreme Court confirmation process, which was interrupted by 
allegations made by Anita Hill against him. Hill, herself, advised Congress in an op-ed not to rush  
Hearings. She accused Thomas, who was ultimately confirmed of making inappropriate and 
harassing remarks towards her. But the allegations against Kavanagh are more serious. Dr. Ford 
says when they were both teenagers, Kavanagh held her down and started to rip off her clothes 
against her will. When she attempted to scream for help, Cavanaugh allegedly covered her mouth. 
 
PROTESTORS: WE BELIEVE CHRISTINE FORD! WE BELIEVE ANITA HILL! WE BELIEVE 
CHRISTINE FORD! 
 
BONNIE (offscreen): Holton Arms alumni were buoyed by demonstrators, as they presented senators 
Mazie Hirono and Kirsten Gillibrand late in the week with a letter supporting Dr. Ford. It was signed by 
1,000 graduates of the college prep school. 
 
SARAH BURGESS: As we say in the letter, her experience is consistent with experiences that we 
have heard and lived and many of us are survivors, ourselves. We are sharing this letter so it can be 
officially added to the record. 
 
ALEXIS GOLDSTEIN: I'm here today because I want to say, don't mess with Dr. Christine Blasi Ford. 
don't mess with the alumni of the Holton Arms school, but most importantly, don’t mess with 
survivors.  
 
SEN. KIRSTEN GILLIBRAND: So, right now we have an incomplete background investigation by the 
FBI. So, she is not asking for extraordinary measures, she's asking for basic fairness. This is about 
basic fairness and I do hope the American people, I do hope every woman in America is paying very 
close attention to what is happening in this body, in the US Senate, today. This is not 1991. They're 
giving her an option. The option is show up Monday, or don't show up at all. I, I consider that to be 
bullying. 
 
SEN. MAZIE HIRONO: If they think that the people of America are not paying attention, and all of the 
women who are running for office more than ever in the entire history of our country, they, I hope, will 
be badly mistaken, come the 2018 elections. 
 
BONNIE (offscreen): Judge Cavanaugh seemed headed to certain confirmation by Congress, until 
the accusations surfaced. Politicians on both sides are trying to spin the story to their advantage. But 
the real question is how it's playing with voters. Particularly women voters back home. Republicans 
are afraid to lose moderate Republican women and Democrats want to stoke urgency so their core 
supporters are motivated to go to the polls. There are 256, mainly Democratic, women running for 



 

federal office, and it's up in the air whether the explosion of coverage of this situation will help those 
candidates win their races. 
 
BONNIE: So, congresswoman, will women be motivated to go out and vote against, take down 
senators who vote to confirm Brett Kavanaugh? 
 
DEL. ELEANOR HOLMES NORTON: Bonnie, Kavanaugh amounts to a huge add-on for the banner 
year already underway for Democratic control. 
 
GENEVIEVE WOOD: I don't think women will vote either one way or the other. I don't think all women 
vote the same I think we're going to see how this thing plays out. 
 
MEGAN BEYER: I think they will. I think these senators are in trouble with these women who do not 
see this as a fair process, and I think that Republicans in general, that are being perceived as a party 
that enables sexual predators, is in trouble. 
 
PATRICE LEE ONWUKA: I think women are taking more into consideration than just an accusation 
that was made. And I don't think that they'll necessary, necessarily vote based on just the situation 
alone. 
 
BONNIE: This week has felt like, you know, you're being slapped one direction one day, and slapped 
one, the other direction the next, but, but as of late in the week, um, it really, it looked, and especially 
after what took place on Capitol Hill on Thursday, when the senators came out with those thousand 
supporters, um, it really looked like he's become radioactive. 
 
WOOD: Within the very next day, on Friday, you had a whole host of women up there supporting 
Brett Kavanaugh at a big press event. So, I think you're right. It changes day to day. It's going to 
matter, you know, who ends up testifying, when they testify, and I think a lot of this, Bonnie, will be, 
you know, yes, the testimonies, if they occur. But then, two: you, I think people are smarter than just 
thinking, is this, you know, we want to take the allegation seriously, but there is also the questions of 
how this has played out frankly, and how the Democrats have tried to use this for political reasons, I 
believe. 
 
BONNIE: Well, no, there was an NBC poll that came out Thursday night that showed that he's, 
Kavanaugh’s support is down by nine points over a month ago. 
 
WOOD: Well, well that may be the case, but the other, I've also seen a Huffington Post poll that 
asked both men and women if they took these allegations and if they believe these allegations. And, 
so far, I was, like, under 30% for both men and women. Actually, more men believe these allegations 
might have been true than the women that were polled. 
 
BEYER: You know what? This is bigger than these specific allegations. I was talking to Senator 
Gillibrand right after this press conference, and she said, “Megan, look at 1991.” I mean, this 
compares... negatively, relative to how we treated Anita Hill, and in the eyes of history, we already 
know she looks like she was hung out to dry. And in the case of dr. Ford, we’re not going to give her 
an FBI investigation, now, I know that's still being negotiated at this point, but to start out with “you 
come up and it's your word against this whole system”. And, by the way, in 1991, we had all men on 
that Judiciary Committee... 
 
BONNIE: And led by a Democrat, of all things. 



 

 
BEYER: Led by Biden. Biden understood, after it happened, that that thing was, you know, 
compromised, so he put, 
 
BONNIE: we're not the ones in 1991 who walked from the house over to the Senate to protest the 
initial response, which looked like they weren't going to let Anita Hill testify. How nuclear did it turn out 
to be then for the Senators who voted to confirm Clarence Thomas and how nuclear will it be for 
President Trump if he attempts to let that, “nuclear” meaning with women voters, both Democrat and 
Republican, if he if he keeps pushing this nomination forward. 
 
NORTON: Well, women didn't win on the nomination; Clarence Thomas was confirmed, but we 
certainly won on the year the woman. That's when you had more women, um, when, um, when, um, 
they're, they’re posed for the house, uh, and, and, and, and the senate. You know, this notion about 
who you believe is going to be very, very tough for those who are not believing this woman. Um, it's 
going to say, um, for example, what we already know. We know that a fifteen-year-old girl, this is 
what we know from the experts, is very unlikely to come forward; she feels ashamed. 
 
BONNIE: Like it was her fault. 
 
NORTON: Oh, her fault. 
 
BONNIE: She did something. 
 
NORTON: I mean, if that's true for grown women, imagine what this fifteen-year-old, this teenager, 
felt. I think people going to ask themselves, “what is the motive for someone to subject herself to this 
kind of exposure, if in fact it didn't happen?” So, you know, with, with, with her motive, it will be very 
hard, again, I don't want to say until I hear from her, it would be very hard to reconcile how a woman 
would do that memory. She seems to remember a lot of what is most important. For example, you 
may not remember where you left your watch when you went to bed last night. But if you were raped, 
you will remember that. So, this is going to be very tough for those who say, “I don't believe her. I 
believe Brett Kavanaugh.” 
 
ONWUKA: I actually disagree with you. I think that she doesn't seem to remember very key, important 
facts. 
 
NORTON: Such as? 
 
ONWUKA: Like the date. Like the location. Where she said this happened. 
 
NORTON: All from 35 years ago, what's wrong with you not remembering the exact place? 
 
ONWUKA: Wait a minute, we’re talking about this happening, 
 
WOOD: She remembers it’s a party. She remembers who else is there and who else is in the room, 
but she doesn't remember even whose friend's house this was, or what city this was in? 
 
ONWUKA: That's where this occurred at. 
 
NORTON: Do you remember? Every party you’ve went to, do you remember whose house it was that 
long ago? 



 

 
WOOD: If I was accusing somebody of this, I would think I would want to be able to say what house I 
thought that this happened in. 
 
BONNIE: The point here is, by the way, studies have shown Republican partisans are going to 
believe him and Democratic partisans are gonna believe her. That's the way it breaks down. But 
we’re talking independents who aren't as close to it as we are. Um, where are they gonna go with 
this? And they're the ones who matter because not even, you know, there's no majority in terms of 
partisan voters in this country. Neither party has a majority and they need independents to win. 
 
ONWUKA: I think the credibility issue is that people are willing to give this woman the benefit of the 
doubt. Something may have happened to her. We want her to tell her story and she was, she seemed 
very ready to tell that story until, unfortunately we've seen the goalposts continue to shift further and 
further back. And now, I, what I can't really stand, honestly, is this, this obsession with the white men 
in the judiciary right now, as though they are the ones who are holding back her testifying, when in 
fact, it was a democratic female who sat on this allegation for what, since August 31st or something 
like that, sat on this information, waited until one week before Judge Kavanaugh was going to be 
confer, was going to be voted on, to bring it up. 
 
BONNIE: Alright, Megan. 
 
BEYER: I just think that is, uh, very misplaced and I would pose it that, uh, senator Feinstein is, uh, 
was, I believe it was senator Feinstein, was, was respecting the wishes of a victim. And I don't think 
anyone, 
 
BONNIE: She said she was unfairly pounded in the press for having done that? 
 
MEGAN: Yeah, she, I think that is unf-- 
 
WOOD: Who do we think released her name? The only person that had that letter was senator 
Feinstein and her staff and the Washington Post, and other Democratic colleagues.  
 
BONNIE: One at a time. 
 
NORTON: You don’t know if she only showed it to Democratic colleagues. This was in the hands of 
staff, 
 
WOOD: Yeah, staff! 
 
BEYER: And don’t forget that Kavanaugh, 
 
WOOD: No, Republican staff is still asking for the letter. They haven’t been given the full letter. So I-I 
think it's, it's, you know, and, and if you watch most of the networks asking, even talking to, 
Democrats on this many Democratic strategists have admitted it, it might have been a Democrat, and 
probably was, who leaked it because they're the only ones who had the information. But now that it's 
out there she's going to come forward. And we are where we are. 
 
BEYER: But what about the Washington Post reporter, whom she had also gone to?  
 
WOOD: Yeah. 



 

 
BEYER: And, you know, why wouldn't it have been someone from the Fourth Estate? I mean, I don't 
think you can cast aspersions on senator Feinstein without having more evidence my big my big 
issue is what does this do for this the supposed blue wave that we're supposed. And that’s why we 
need an FBI investigation. 
 
BONNIE: You know, my big issue is what does this do for this, uh, the supposed Blue Wave that 
we’re supposed to see at the polls in November. 
 
NORTON: Well, let me speak to that because I take issue with your notion that, look, it's only the 
independents here. For the first time, it looks like Republican women are breaking with their 
husbands and that this issue may be the breaking point. We saw that in the last election and that 
indeed the last several elections, married women, especially married Republican women, tend to do 
whatever their husbands do. Maybe they live in the same household and that's the way it is. But we 
are seeing a different, uh, different numbers from Republican women and this could be what pushes it 
over the side. 
 
BONNIE: Now, what do we expect if senator Susan Collins and Lisa Murkowski, two Republican 
women in the Senate, who frequently go against the President on issues surrounding women's 
rights? 
 
WOOD: What I have followed of Susan Collins Twitter feed, I haven't talked to her personally and you 
may have, I don’t know if you have more Intel, but, you know, she, I think she seems to be 
approaching this the right way, which is we want to hear from both parties. But she's also said there's 
a timeline and that she finds it interesting, I think, how long this is, how it's trickled out. So, she, to 
what, the point you laid out, she raised the same questions. So, I think that's all being discussed 
behind closed doors. (14:09) I know this matters to the midterm elections and it matters in politics, it 
matters who will end up on the Supreme Court, and all that's really important. But I do think, and I'm 
for women coming out, absolutely. People have a right to be heard, but I also don't think people have 
a right to make accusations that throw people's lives, potentially, in the gutter, and their reputation, 
when they may not be true. And I, well, I think we have to be very careful about this, you know? 
There's something called “due process”; “innocent until proven guilty”. And, I mean, basically most of 
right here are saying he’s guilty, 
 
BEYER: (overlapping with WOOD) Which is why we need an FBI investigation. 
 
WOOD: and we haven't had the court. 
 
BONNIE: Kavanaugh says he’ll testify, but he's not calling for an FBI investion. Why? 
 
ONWUKA: So, it’s interesting, and I think there's some really good reporting that talks about the 
difference between an FBI investigation and who really kind of has jurisdiction, if that's the correct 
term, maybe it's not, I'm not a lawyer. But, um, if this is, if there was no federal violation or federal 
crime that occurred here, then the FBI doesn't necessarily need to investigate this as a federal crime. 
Sure, they can investigate and look back into the history. 
 
BONNIE: 15:16 In this situation, it’s a background investigation. It's more that the root, the, the FBI 
routinely does for every supreme court nominee, for every federal court nominee, and there's clearly 
brand new evidence that needs to be confirmed or denied. 
 



 

BEYER: And they did this for Anita Hill. They're not doing it for her, Why? 
 
ONWUKA: Well, let’s make sure we’re not comparing this to Anita Hill. I think a lot of this discussion 
is, “Oh, this is Anita Hill. We need to get it right this time.” And I think we have to be careful about 
ensuring that we are dealing with the details of this situation as a one-off individually, not trying to 
bring in people's personal experiences, which I understand. But this is not Anita Hill. These are not 
two consenting adults, this is still an allegation. It is not the same situation and I think we have to be 
careful about that. 
 
BONNIE: It’s one thing to be in the workplace, which is disgusting and awful to be talking about 
pornography, it's quite another to put your hand over her mouth, throw somebody on the bed and 
start ripping her clothes. 
 
NORTON: Yeah, I take your point that we have to be very careful about people's reputation. Let me 
tell you how careful she's been. He had to go to the court of appeals, he's had to go five times before 
the Congress in one formal fashion. She didn't come forward until she felt she had to. She felt she 
had a civic obligation to come forward, when this time, he's about to go to the Supreme Court. And 
there is no recourse, even in our democracy, after the Supreme Court. So she was careful. (16:57) 
This is very serious. This is very serious that, that, that she saw a man become a judge that she didn't 
believe should become a judge at all. And it was not until she thought the country was implicated, 
because when you go all the way to the Supreme Court, that's who's involved. 
 
BONNIE: Last word, Patrice. 
 
ONWUKA: I want to hear her come forward. I want to see her lawyers not continue to push the 
deadline further and further back perhaps, perhaps for political motivations and I think, 
 
BEYER: Or for an FBI Investiagtion. 
 
ONWUKA: If you let me finish, and I think it's gonna come down to an issue of credibility. But I'm 
sorry, her credibility continues to be eroded every time it seems like she's just not making herself 
available the way she said she was. 
 
BONNIE: Alright. That's what some people think, that's not what other people think. Let us know what 
you think. Please follow me on Twitter @BonnieErbe. A behind the headlines, America's first 
politically motivated hotel in Washington D.C. The Eaton Hotel. 
 
KATHERINE LO: Our mission for Eaton workshop is to merge the hospitality industry with 
progressive social change, and really reimagine the space of a hotel and how it could truly be used as 
a community platform for the arts and social change. 
 
BONNIE (OFFSCREEN): Katherine Lo is the daughter of Hong Kong real estate billionaire, Ka Shui 
Lo. A few years ago, her father asked her to come up with an idea for a hotel chain designed for 
Millennials. Katherine Lo says her passion wasn't always in the hospitality industry. 
 
LO: My personal background is in Anthropology, Activism and Film, so I wasn't actually raised in the 
business or hotel worlds. But, uh, five years ago, my father, who runs our parent company, asked me 
to create a new Hospitality brand for him that would reflect the changing needs of this rapidly 
changing world. And so, I basically combined all my passions for the arts and activism and social 
change into the platform of the Trojan horse of a hotel. 



 

 
BONNIE (OFFSCREEN): Lo says feminism, gender inequality, and providing a platform for the 
underserved will be important to Eaton's mission. She's incorporated many features in the Eaton 
Hotel to support guests projects. She hopes it will be a hive for progressive thinkers, activists and 
artists. 
 
LO: We have a radio station, we have artists and activists residency Suites, and we also have a 
cinema, as well as a co-working club. All of our programming will be free and open to the public and 
we're especially doing a lot of outreach to local activists to offer them spaces. I think the most 
valuable thing Eaton offers is really physical spaces for activists to gather, and meet, and post events, 
screenings, and talks. For activists, and for nonprofits and causes that we believe in, we are definitely 
offering a lot of our resources at a reduced or no cost at all. 
 
BONNIE (OFFSCREEN): Eaton has been called the resistance or the anti-trump Hotel, but Lo pushes 
back against those labels. 
 
LO: From the very beginning, I started coming up with the Eaton concept about five years ago. So, a 
long time before the 2016 presidential election, and the mission was always to have hotels be a place 
where people can be their best selves, and where we can contribute to social change and the best 10 
healthiest communities. So, the values of equality, inclusivity and the environment have always been 
there from the beginning. It just so happens that the current administration may run counter to the 
values that we care about. 
 
BONNIE (OFFSCREEN): The conservative blog, Red-State, criticized Eaton, charging conservatives 
wouldn't be welcome. But Lo says her hotels won't discriminate. 
 
LO: As a hospitality business in DC, we will be open to anyone who wants to come here. But at Eden, 
we’re also very vocal about our progressive values and beliefs. So, if a conservative organization did 
come, they'll know what they'll be surrounded by when they're here. If a conservative organization, 
whose beliefs we really don't agree with, come to do business with us, we would donate those 
proceeds to a cause that they don't support. 
 
BONNIE: So, many, not all, obviously, but many, many Hollywood stars, and rock stars, and country 
music stars, and what-have-you stay strictly apolitical because they wonder about turning off half their 
potential audience. Do you think this kind of a hotel, which i think is a first of its kind, to be outwardly 
progressive, there certainly hotels that, you know, have developed salons and things like that for for 
writers and such, but to be outwardly progressive, is that a good marketing move? 
 
BEYER: Well, you know who I think started this in Washington was this Trump hotel. I mean, if you 
want to see who's who of the Republican Party, you know, you can go to the Trump Hotel. And 
everybody's gonna be there and it's gonna be all people who agree with you, if you are on the right. 
And it's gonna be a great place to be, because you could say whatever you want to say; nobody's 
gonna counter you. And so, maybe she took, clearly it was before the election, but, you know, this will 
create the same kind of environment for progressives. We've seen it in the marketplace with Nike 
weighing in with Kaepernick. I, I hate to see this tribalization of America, but I think that there is 
money to be made in engaging in what we're seeing happening. 
 
BONNIE: What about Red State saying, “Oh! Boo-hoo! Conservatives aren't welcome here!” Well, 
you know. 
 



 

WOOD: Yeah, I read the headline, I didn't read their article. I, well, I would disagree with it because 
I'm for free markets, and people should be able to set up hotels, and they say “this is what I believe 
and I'm gonna give my money”. I was just saying, like, the Heritage Foundation, my work where we 
should go have an event there and that way she can give her money to you. (22:55) But I don't if it'll 
make it or not. I hope so, for her sake and for the city's sake, it's a good thing to have here. But I, you 
know, I agree with you that I hate the fact that now it's, like, “where you go to get coffee” or “where 
you go eat” or “where you stay” or “where you go to chur-” I mean, everything. Where you buy your 
clothes has now become a political statement. I mean, I would just love to get away from that. 
 
NORTON: I agree with you. The Trump Hotel is not only in my district, the District of Columbia, it was 
my bill. 
 
BONNIE: And you negotiated with Ivanka. 
 
NORTON: I sure did. (23:30) Let me show you got it fair and square. It was a GSA, the GSA handled 
such properties, and this property was a priceless, historic property. So, he had to throw money at it. 
He wanted to be in the nation's capital so badly that that's what he did. Not only to, it has to be 
developed in its pristine state, but then every hotel around the country wanted that hotel. Now, I must 
say, I agree with you that she may be, the come on to this may be the Trump Hotel and that the 
Trump Hotel, anybody can stay there. 
 
WOOD: Sure. 
 
NORTON: But, of course you will find a lot of Republicans saying that a lot of Democrats saying, 
“Well, maybe not. There are a lot of hotels in Washington.” That's not good for DC. So, we don't like 
that kind of polarization in the commercial sector. And, and I, and, and I would say, the notion that a 
hotel can have politics bothers me. I don't think that the Trump Hotel began having politics. That, 
that's it's the people who happen to stay there. Let’s keep it that way. 
 
BONNIE: That, very interesting point. We're gonna have to stop. That's it for this edition please follow 
me on Twitter and visit our website pbs.org/to-the-contrary and whether you agree or think to the 
contrary. See you next week 
 
[Music] 
 
 


