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MS. ERBE:  This week on To the Contrary, the Obama administration combats 

HIV/AIDS in a big way.  Then, the end of NAACP, the Tea Party, and charges of racism.  

Behind the headlines, Senator Amy Klobuchar wants to rein in teen drivers.      

   

(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, the AIDS epidemic.   

 

This week, President Obama announced a new national strategy to reduce HIV 

and AIDS cases.  It’s the first time a president has created a comprehensive plan to battle 

the disease.  His strategy includes three major goals: reducing the number of new 

infections, increasing access to care for people living with HIV and AIDS, and reducing 

HIV-related health disparities.  More than half a million Americans have died from the 

disease.  Some 56,000 Americans become infected with HIV each year.  Women of color 

are particularly hit hard.  HIV is the leading cause of death for African-American women 

between the ages of 25 and 34.  One in every 30 African-American women could become 

HIV positive in her lifetime.  Latinos comprise 15 percent of all American women with 

HIV/AIDS.  The administration hopes to reduce the number of new cases by 25 percent 

during the next five years by focusing on high risk groups.   

 

Dr. Avis Jones-DeWeever, welcome as always to the panel and we want to give 

you a special “you go girl” for becoming the executive director of your organization, 

which is one of the nation’s preeminent civil rights organizations.   

 

MS. JONES-DEWEEVER:  Thank you.   

 

MS. ERBE:  Now to the question, which is why are so many Americans, 

particularly women and women of color, still contracting this disease in this day and age 

when we know condoms could help prevent it?   

 

MS. JONES-DEWEEVER:  Unfortunately knowledge doesn’t lead to action.  We 

know that – after the 30 years that we’ve been combating this disease, unfortunately 

we’ve been left into a sense of complacency.  We need to now move from complacency 

to a sense of urgency.   

 

MS. CZARNECKI:  I agree with what you said about complacency, but it’s also 

two other issues.  It’s ignoring the facts surrounding the disease and it’s also taboo in 

effect in communities.  No one wants to talk about this.   

 

MS. SOSA:  And I think on top of it is feeling that is somebody else’s problem.  

We’re being so specific about who’s impacted by this epidemic that people always find a 

way of saying, “I do not belong in that group, so this is not my problem.”   



 

MS. KUROKAWA:  I worry about education.  I’m concerned that this is one of 

the legacies of abstinence only education.  I think there needs to be more information out 

there and people talking about it, another reason we need more choices in our school 

systems.   

 

MS. ERBE:  Well, let’s talk about the Obama program on this.  Is it going to 

work?  What does it do?  What should it do?  Does it devote enough resources to the 

problem?    

 

MS. JONES-DEWEEVER:  I believe that obviously we could always use more 

resources.  But I think everyone here has touched on some very important issues.  We 

need to make sure that we give people education about what really are the facts around it 

and then give them the strategies that they need to do and in culturally appropriate ways 

to make sure that people put those strategies into action.   

 

MS. CZARNECKI:  It’s interesting you say culturally appropriate because 

literally how you attack the issue with the African-American community is very different 

from the Latino community.   

 

MS. JONES-DEWEEVER:  Exactly.   

 

MS. CZARNECKI:  And you can’t use the same messages with everyone.  The 

fact to the matter is a lot of people in some of these communities of culture believe that 

the government manufactured the AIDS epidemic in a laboratory.  This is false.  This is 

ridiculous, but there are some churches that are still preaching this to their members.  

And when you have that misinformation out there, you cannot get through to the people 

you need to reach.   

 

MS. SOSA:  Let me tell you.  I began my career doing HIV/AIDS policy in the 

1990s at the peak of the epidemic, when it was really a death sentence when you got 

diagnosed with HIV/AIDS.  And what strike me, seeing the evolution of the epidemic 

and reading carefully the release of the Obama administration national plan, the one that 

they’ve been calling for 20 years, is that one of the challenges about this issue is that 

people don’t talk specifically about the solution.  We talk about generalities.  And let’s 

educate and let’s – (inaudible).  And I’m thinking what is the problem, why we cannot be 

more concrete because I find – 

 

MS. ERBE:  Well, what do you mean by concrete?  Do you mean – we could also 

consider having sex with somebody when you’re HIV positive and they are not, can 

amount to murder because essentially that’s in one way what we’re doing and ban that.  

But that’s not in the program for sure and that’s not even on the table.   

 

MS. SOSA:  – we’ve been doing this for 20 years, I haven’t heard – I thought the 

release of this national plan was a missed opportunity.  What have we learned?  It’s been 

20 years.  There’s been so many resources put into the epidemic about the research of 



prevention messages or targeting.  And it was – I felt it was the same things – totality of 

circumstances, these culturally specific messages.  Give me more because we’ve been 

doing this for 20 years and we’re obviously not succeeding.   

 

MS. JONES-DEWEEVER:  One example of something concrete is I would love 

to see a great deal more investments into the investigations around microbicides.  And 

that would give women the power to be able to protect themselves.  It’s a spermicide-like 

substance that women could use that could kill the HIV virus.  It’s not perfected yet.  But 

I haven’t seen anything in recent years about investing – 

 

MS. ERBE:  And it’s being used in Africa and in fact the UN – what I find so 

scary about what’s going on here, Nicky, is that the UN reported recently that the rate of 

people contracting AIDS is going down in African countries and it’s going up here after 

years of going down.  Why is this happening?   

 

MS. KUROKAWA:  I think it’s – the points that everybody hit on before that 

we’re not talking about, the misinformation.  I would love to see the president and his 

staff use this as an opportunity to reach out to communities that presidents have not 

normally engaged on a regular basis, particularly about issues like this because it having 

been something that we’ve talked about for 20 years, I just – I don’t know – I feel like I 

don’t know anything more about this issue than when stars were wearing red ribbons on 

their sweaters.   

 

MS. JONES-DEWEEVER:  But we’re going to have to be very specific that we’d 

have to be very real about the fact that this is something that’s disproportionally 

impacting the black community.  We’re 12 percent of the population.  We’re about 50 

percent of those who have HIV.  Among black women, we’re about two thirds of all 

women who are afflicted with HIV and – 

 

MS. ERBE:  And I have to ask you some tough questions, but these are low 

income women obviously – more often – proportionally more often than high income 

educated women of color.  Are they being duped by men who are on the down low?   

 

MS. JONES-DEWEEVER:  It’s a mix of things.  It’s being poor and having 

access to very few men purely in your life at all.  And so those people that you do have 

access to, you don’t have a lot of power in those relationships.  So they are with you and 

they’re with somebody else at the same time.  It’s having access to men who have 

incarceration in their past.  There’s a great deal of HIV in jails.  It’s this issue of the down 

low, but that’s only, I would argue, just a very small slice of a very big problem.   

 

MS. ERBE:  And now how about the Latino community?   

 

MS. SOSA:  Well, I think it has to do with the same issues of poverty, the same 

issues of lack of access to health care – 

 



MS. ERBE:  What about the churches telling – what about, as Karen was saying, 

churches giving out misinformation about condom use or whatever it is that they’re 

giving out misinformation.   

 

MS. SOSA:  – we know where the conservative churches, including the Catholic 

Church has announced she’s against contraceptives, that whole impact in terms of HIV 

because obviously condoms is a contraceptive that you need to prevent the disease.  So 

the cultural context is really – there’s a gap between what the church is telling people 

what I should do, what people need to do in order to protect themselves from the disease.   

 

MS. ERBE:  Well, does the Obama administration need to take on the churches a 

little bit and tell them.   

 

MS. CZARNECKI:  Yes, they do.   

 

MS. ERBE:  Will they?   

 

MS. CZARNECKI:  I don’t know.  It’s a tough issue.  Do you want this to be 

your main issue when the economy really is what the American people are looking at 

right now?  But the president – 

 

MS. ERBE:  Well, he announced this program, though, this week.  

 

MS. CZARNECKI:  – and he’s getting a lot of flak from people in the AIDS 

community saying he didn’t go far enough.  There is not enough money.  He’s gotten 

much more criticism than I would anticipate he would get.  But he has a unique 

opportunity in history because he can speak to the communities of color and get a 

message, drive a message home to them better than any previous president can do that.  

And if he doesn’t do more than just speak about a comprehensive program, it would be a 

missed opportunity.   

 

MS. KUROKAWA:  I think the money issue is important, though, because this 

HIV/AIDS is a big important issue, but we’ve just went through a major health care 

reform and obviously we have to find that health care dollars in this country.  So how do 

we target, how do we get the money to the programs that are the most effective?  How do 

we – do we need to specifically target women?  Do we need to specifically target ethnic 

groups?  Do we need to put more money into vaccines and prevention?  What exactly, 

what is the mix to make – to get the most bang for our buck because we can’t do 

everything?   

 

MS. ERBE:  All right, from the war on AIDS to a war of words.   

 

This week, the nation’s oldest civil rights organization approved a resolution 

condemning what it calls “racist elements” within the Tea Party movement.  At the 

annual NAACP convention more than 2,000 delegates voted in favor of the resolution 

immediately prompting a backlash from Tea Party supporters, including the most famous 



one, Sarah Palin.  The former vice presidential candidate quickly came to the defense of 

the grassroots organization, issuing statements via Twitter and Facebook.   

 

Palin wrote she is, quote, “saddened by the NAACP claim that patriotic 

Americans who stand up for the United States Constitution and its rights are somehow 

racists.”  The NAACP claims Tea Partiers frequently use racial epithets in their 

demonstration signs and speeches.   

 

So Nicole, are Tea Party members racists?  Do they use racial epithets?  Or what 

do you think about the charge by the NAACP?   

 

MS. KUROKAWA:  I think we – it is our duty as Americans to call out racist 

elements wherever we see it.  I have attended Tea Party rallies.  I have seen unfortunate 

signs, but I have also seen and read unfortunate things coming out of labor union rallies.  

So I think to paint this broad movement as racist is maybe a little bit misguided, but I 

think that they are absolutely within their rights to call out and say, “you have elements 

and it is your responsibility to single these elements out and tell them that they need to 

stop it.”   

 

MS. SOSA:  Which I understand is what the NAACP resolution is doing.  They’re 

saying acknowledge the racists that exist within your membership and address it because 

it’s harmful to this country.  And I think they’re doing the right thing.   

 

MS. CZARNECKI:  No, the actual wording is “expel them from your 

movement.”  Unlike the NAACP or any other civil rights organization, the Tea Party is a 

vast group of individuals.  It’s not just conservatives.  There are liberals.  There are old.  

There are young.  There’re Republicans.  There’re Democrats.  There’re atheists.  

There’re everybody – you don’t join and pay your $10 to be a member.  It’s a very loose 

grassroots group – 

 

MS. ERBE:  Who are essentially dissatisfied with both parties, find a home in 

neither party these days – 

 

MS. CZARNECKI:  That’s correct.   

 

MS. ERBE:  – lean Republican, but went out on their own.   

 

MS. SOSA:  That’s not true.  The data show they’re overwhelmingly Republican.  

And they have the strongest alliance with the Republican Party.  And they seem to have 

ability to communicate cohesively on a number of issues, so they probably have the 

ability to cohesively – 

 

(Cross talk.)  

 

MS. SOSA:  – racist elements.  

 



MS. JONES-DEWEEVER:  Well, even if it’s not a membership organization, I 

think basically what the NAACP was asking was when you see it, call them out on it.  I 

have not seen one Tea Party, official Tea Party person who says, “I’m a Tea Partier,” 

come back and say, “actually, there are a few of us who are doing some things that are 

wrong.   

 

Last year, during National Black Family Reunion, it happened to occur at the 

same time that there was a Tea Party demonstration here in Washington, D.C.  And so 

many of the protesters walked through the Mall, where our event was going on.  I saw 

signs that were extremely offensive.  And I got into a little bit of a verbal altercation with 

one of the people that were there who were saying some very nasty and frankly very 

racist things.  So to say that that doesn’t exist I think is very irresponsible.  And then to 

say that we are not even going to acknowledge it, I think it’s very unfortunate.   

 

MS. KUROKAWA:  I have actually seen groups, the Lyndon LaRouche PAC has 

– they’re always on the fringe – they’re the ones with the Obama as Nazi sign.  And I 

have seen members say, “you’re not one of us.  You don’t agree with us.  You’re turning 

out on our cocktails for attention.  You’re not welcome.”  So I have seen people step up 

and – so hopefully that will continue because it is incumbent on all of us.  This is not just 

a Tea Party problem.  This is still an American problem.  So is the term “racism” 

overused was one of the things we have talked about.   

 

MS. ERBE:  Right, now I want to get back to that too.   

 

MS. KUROKAWA:  Yes, I don’t think it is necessarily overused because the 

problems – the racism problems we have today are not the same problems we had in the 

’60s.  But there are still elements that are in our society that need to be called on.   

 

MS. CZARNECKI:  Yes, I agree with that.  But the other thing is, again, as you 

had mentioned, saying that the whole broad movement is racist moreover than anybody 

else, I don’t think it’s the case.  I know a lot of people – one of my high school 

classmates called me when she came down for the first Tea Party rally.  She’s never been 

involved politically.  She brought her 85-year old grandmother here.  And I talked her 

before, during, and after the rally, and I said, “how was it?  How were the people?”  And 

I’ve attended 20 years with the rallies in Washington.  I love them.  And they said, “it 

was very peaceful.”  Of course, you see lots of different signs, but you just avoid people 

like that who don’t represent your views.  They were here protesting government and the 

largesse of government – 

 

MS. SOSA:  Karen, Karen, if you were John Lewis and you’re walking down and 

they spit on you and they say the N word – 

 

(Cross talk.)   

 

MS. JONES-DEWEEVER:  – is just not true.  I have seen the videotape myself of 

what happened that day.  And people were walking through there and you could see 



specifically when that person made a gesture that appeared as if he was spitting on the 

congressman and you saw the congressman turn around.  Just because he didn’t press – 

he chose not to press charges; it does not mean that nothing happened.  That was exactly 

wrong and the videotape exists.  Google it.   

 

MS. ERBE:  But I also have to ask – I don’t – this is – I don’t know how to say 

this without sounding off the charts, but with an African-American president, with 

immigration rallies that are largely Hispanic and are very anti-America, which you would 

never see Americans rallying like that in another country and demanding rights if they 

were in that country illegally, don’t some – don’t former power groups feel – having lost 

this power, don’t they have some sort of reason to be a little scared of the change that’s 

coming to America?   

 

MS. SOSA:  Is that the kind of country you want?  We can justify it, Bonnie.  We 

can justify it.   

 

MS. ERBE:  I’m not justifying – and let me say that I’m not justifying, for 

example, any of the racial epithets or even the milder mean signs like white slavery.  

That’s a bunch of bunk.  But when you have persons of color acting – actually running 

the country and in other groups acting like they’re running the country, don’t the people 

who have been here for generations have – 

 

(Cross talk.)   

 

MS. SOSA:  We can explain it, but we cannot justify it.  Yes, you can see the 

tensions unfortunately in this country because racism means such a critical factor, so 

many things are done and based on your race, but that doesn’t mean that is right.  And in 

terms of the – 

 

(Cross talk.)   

 

MS. SOSA:  – Americans supporting the immigrants or residents that are here 

legally who want to support politically an amnesty program and that’s the political 

system of the United States.  Why should it be any different?   

 

MS. JONES-DEWEEVER:  You make a very good point.  I see where you’re 

going with that.  And what I hear that goes to your point is this phrase, “I want to take my 

country back.”  Where does that come from?  This is my country too.  I’ve been here for 

generations too.  My fore parents were probably here before your fore parents were.  

They didn’t com through Ellis Island, okay?  And so what I wanted to say is that we need 

to understand that America has always been a diverse country.  And so to now say that 

because we do have more people of color in leadership that all of a sudden it’s not – you 

need to take your country back, I think it’s very disconcerting to me and does – it 

provides some sort of racist connotation to it in my mind.   

 



MS. KUROKAWA:  I think it’s important to note that that’s not the unifying 

element of the Tea Party and that the actions of a few – yes, you were certainly judged by 

– 

 

MS. ERBE:  What is it, the deficit?   

 

MS. KUROKAWA:  – it’s spending.  It’s the deficit.  It’s taxes, economic issues.  

And so that more than anything else statistically and that’s – those people tend to lean 

Republican in terms of worried about higher tax burdens, but it is not necessarily – it is 

not a right wing movement.  It is not a Republican movement.  And it is not a racist 

movement.  So I think it’s important to make that distinction.   

 

MS. ERBE:  All right.  Behind the headlines, teen driving safety.  A driver’s 

license is a right of passage for most American teens.  Sitting behind the wheel is among 

the more exciting steps teens can take on the path to adulthood, but it can also be one of 

the more dangerous.  A group of U.S. senators wants to establish national standards for 

teen drivers.  Senator Amy Klobuchar says the wide variety of state laws puts all drivers 

at risk.   

 

(Begin video segment.)   

 

SENATOR AMY KLOBUCHAR (D-MN):  When you look at state by state, the 

states that have graduated licensing, where they start small, where you just have a 

permanent and then maybe you can have one more person in the car, a family member, 

then you can get one friend in the car, and then finally you get your full blown license.  

States that do that have a much – a lower accident rate for those kids, sometimes 10 

percent, 20 percent, up to 40 percent.  And so we think it’s very important to at least use 

that as a model for the entire country.   

 

MS. ERBE:  Seatbelt and minimum drinking age laws are all the same 

nationwide, but states set their own rules for new drivers.  Senator Klobuchar helped draft 

the Safe Teen and Novice Driver Uniform Protection or STANDUP act.  Currently 

making its way through the Senate, the bill sets a three-stage national system for teen 

drivers.  The first stage would require states to make 16 the minimum age for learner’s 

permits.  Teens would then move on to restricted licenses.   

 

SEN. KLOBUCHAR:  It would have limitations on how many kids could be in 

the car with exceptions for if you’re going to work or if you’re going to school and then 

finally you’d have the full blown license at 18.  This isn’t to say that states wouldn’t set 

their own penalties, they would, or that they wouldn’t have their own standards for what 

a curfew time is.  They would want to have states still have a power over a lot of those 

things.  But just like we did with .08 or with seatbelt laws, when you set a standard 

nationally, it really makes a difference.   

 

MS. ERBE:  Car accidents are the leading cause of death for teens.  In 2008, 

3,500 teens between the ages of 15 and 19 died in crashes.  More than 350,000 were 



treated in hospital emergency rooms.  Klobuchar believes the STANDUP act will make 

the roads safer, but critics who see the bill as discriminatory couldn’t disagree more.   

 

MR. :  What graduated driver’s licenses do is they restrict teen driving, which 

causes a lot of teens to simply wait until they’re 18, until they’re passed those restrictions 

to the other driver’s licenses.  And what other studies show is that yes, teen fatalities will 

decrease, but fatalities among drivers who are 18, 19, 20 will increase because people are 

just skipping the restrictions.  And those restrictions are not really teaching people to be 

better drivers; they’re just limiting their opportunities to drive.  So what we should do is 

look at states like Maryland that have a graduate driver’s license program for all of new 

drivers, regardless of what age they are.   

 

SEN. KLOBUCHAR:  What we want to do is stop the joy riding and the kind of 

attitude that teens are just going to get in the car with six or their friends like we’ve seen 

in some of these horrible horrendous accidents, just take down the road, go through a stop 

sign.  Everyone dies in the car.  That’s what we want to try to stop.   

 

MS. ERBE:  Which is why banning cell phone use while driving and banning 

texting is also a top priority for Senator Klobuchar.  The STANDUP act forces states that 

don’t restrict cell phone use while driving to lose federal highway funding.   

 

SEN. KLOBUCHAR:  No matter what age you are, you’re 23 times more likely 

to get in an accident if you’re texting.  And no text is worth dying for.  I found out that 

our whole staff was talking about one guy who I adore, who is championship texting 

while he drove.  And then one day, I’m driving with him.  He’s texting too.  And I 

remember it was way back, when we only had one seat in the Senate to control the 

balance of the Senate.  The Democrats had one seat.  And I said, “so we’re all worried 

about things heat and keeping this seat and you’re texting while we drive.”  And he 

admitted that this was a problem and he had stopped doing it.  And we actually – before 

all of this national attention came on this issue, we put in place a policy in our office that 

no one would be texting while they’re driving.   

 

MR. :  What the research shows and studies show is that a teen on cell phone, 

their reaction time slows to the equal of that of a senior citizen not on a cell phone.  So if 

we think that teens of cell phones are reckless and dangerous behind the wheel, then by 

that exact same research, we should ban everyone over 65 from driving.  But again, 

seniors vote, teenagers don’t, so the lawmakers are happy to impose a restriction on 

teens, even though the research does not support it.   

 

SEN. KLOBUCHAR:  I know I’ve gotten a few objections from kids, including 

my own.  She’s turning 15 and is looking forward to getting her license.  And she listened 

to the whole thing and she sort of rolled her eyes and she said, “well, mom, I know things 

take a long time in the Senate and I’ll have my license before that passes.”  I know 

there’s opposition from some youth groups, unfortunately.  Hopefully we can work with 

them.  And I’m sure there’re some states that won’t like this.  But in the end, you have to 

say.  Is it worth dying for?  Is it worth texting or is it worth saying “well, we don’t want 



to quite change our law,” when you’ve got kids that are just dying left and right from just 

inexperience or youth or immaturity when they get behind the wheel? 

 

(End video segment.)  

 

MS. ERBE:  So Karen Czarnecki, good idea, bad idea, national standards for teen 

driving?   

 

MS. CZARNECKI:  Half of the bill is a good idea and half of it’s bad.  The 

majority states currently have graduated driver’s licenses where it takes a little longer for 

a teen to get a license.  And those have reduced fatalities by 10 to 30 percent in the 

majority of states.  However, there’re two bad reasons for the bill as it stands right now.  

Number one, tying it to transportation funding – 49 states would lose federal funding for 

highway transportation projects.  I think that’s a problem.  And raising the driving age to 

17, I think it’s bad for families.   

 

MS. SOSA:  If you don’t have the incentives according federal funds, you know 

the states are not going to do it and you definitely need national standards.  This is a 

crisis.  There’s thousands of kids dying every year because they’re driving recklessly and 

they should not be driving at that age.  

 

MS. ERBE:  But shouldn’t there be different standards for kids driving in New 

York City versus Iowa farm country?   

 

MS. SOSA:  What are we talking about – 16-17, we’re not talking exactly at a 

young age.  I feel very strongly about it.  I have adolescent kids and I want them to be 

alive for a long time.   

 

MS. KUROKAWA:  Yes, I think we should account for regional differences.  I 

personally am so terrified to drive in New York City and I’m like 30.  (Laughter.)  But 

there are kids who drive tractors and farmland.  And I think that’s something that that’s 

much different.  But I am fully – I’m not surprised at all that federal funding is tied to it 

because that’s what happened with the drinking age.  

 

MS. ERBE:  Yes and that’s how we got essentially a national drinking age.  

That’s it for this edition of To the Contrary.”  Next week, losing one’s religion, why one 

self-described conservative atheist worries Christianity is under attack in America.  

Please join us on the web for “To the Contrary Extra.”  And whether your views are in 

agreement or to the contrary, please join us next time. 

 

(END)  

 


