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MS. ERBE:  This week on To the Contrary, first, gay marriage and the 

presidential election.  Then, more women pay child support and alimony.  Behind the 

headlines: Mother’s Day – Bay Buchanan on single motherhood. 

 

(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, gay marriage and the 

White House. 

 

(Begin video segment.) 

 

MS. ERBE:  President Obama’s surprise announcement that he’s for gay marriage 

will have an interesting impact on the elections in November.  Will it energize young and 

liberal voters?  In a TV interview this week, he said –  

 

PRESIDENT BARACK OBAMA:  It is important for me to go ahead and affirm 

that I think same-sex couples should be able to get married. 

 

MS. ERBE:  This means for the first time in history, a sitting president has 

supported same-sex marriages.  Before this interview, Obama officially supported civil 

unions between same-sex couples.  His remarks follow comments from Vice President 

Joe Biden in support of gay marriage.  Gay rights activists applaud the decision. 

 

SARAH WARBELOW [Human Rights Campaign]:  We’re absolutely thrilled.  It 

means so incredibly much to have the president of this country come out in support of 

same-sex couples’ right to have full equality in all areas of our lives.   

 

Younger voters made a huge difference for President Obama in 2008 and really 

exciting that particular group by supporting same-sex marriage will reinvigorate voters 

under the age of 30 in particular. 

 

MS. ERBE:  But opponents of gay marriage are disappointed in the president’s 

stance. 

 

PETER SPRIGG [Family Research Council]:  I think there was always an 

inconsistency between President Obama’s actions and his words on the issue of same-sex 

marriage.  He said that he opposed same-sex marriage, but all of his policies were 

contrary to a defense of marriage as the union of one man and one woman.  So I think 

President Obama has now brought his words in line with his actions.  But, unfortunately, 

in our view, his evolution on this issue has been in the wrong direction. 

 

(End video segment.) 



 

MS. ERBE:  So, Debra Carnahan, will the president’s announcement be a game 

changer in November? 

 

MS. CARNAHAN:  Bonnie, I think it is a game changer.  It just remains to be 

seen whose game it changes the most. 

 

MS. JACOBUS:  There has been a backlash according to the Rasmussen poll and 

I think people view it as a cynical move no matter what side of the issue you’re on. 

 

MS. KUMAR:  I actually think that it does two things: it reenergizes his base, that 

he desperately needs, because there is an enthusiasm gap.  It fills up his coffers.  And, 

finally, the folks that are against gay marriage, they weren’t going to vote for him 

anyway.  So I think it’s a win-win for both camps. 

 

MS. DOMINGUEZ:  I thought it was a very predictable announcement.  And I 

frankly I think it was all about the money as he was getting ready to go to Hollywood. 

 

MS. ERBE:  All right.  There is that aspect to it, but you say there’s already been 

a Rasmussen poll showing a backlash.  Who’s he losing? 

 

MS. JACOBUS:  Well, we have Romney at 50 percent – it’s the first time he’s 

been at 50 percent – and Obama is now at 43 percent.  And this happened in the wake of 

this.  And so I think no matter what side of the issue you’re on, people view it as a 

political – cynically – view it as a political move on the part of the president.  It’s ill-

timed.  Supposedly it was a gaffe on the part of Biden.  I think that may or may not be the 

case.  It might have been planned.  But there’s been a strong reaction. 

 

MS. ERBE:  But specifically who is he losing?  I mean, is he losing 

independents?  One wouldn’t think so.  They’re neutral on this issue. 

 

MS. JACOBUS:  I think, again – I haven’t looked at the breakdown of where that 

came from.  It happened rather suddenly.  The numbers just came out Friday morning so 

I’m sure that the – (inaudible) – in the Chicago bunker are taking a look at this very 

closely.  But there’s no question that that’s a huge drop and a huge change when they’ve 

been pretty much neck in neck. 

 

MS. ERBE:  Who do you guys think he would have lost most quickly?  I look at it 

and I say, energize young and progressives who, as you pointed out, desperately need to 

be energized because they’re not, some of them anyway.  Some of them won’t care.  But 

who does he lose?  He doesn’t lose the Bible belt because –  

 

MS. CARNAHAN:  Bonnie, I think going on this poll, here’s what I’d say.  I 

think you might be losing some Democrats who – maybe some Catholics, some Baptists 

who go, oh-oh, no.  Marriage is between a man and a woman.  You lost me on this one.  

And that may be what’s –  



 

MS. ERBE:  Do you think they would have voted for him anyway? 

 

MS. CARNAHAN:  Oh, yes, sure.  Catholics vote for Barack Obama.  

Absolutely.  There are a lot of Democrat Catholics.  But on some of these issues like this, 

they’re going to have a really hard time on that.  And I think that may be what that poll 

was reflecting. 

 

MS. JACOBUS:  Yes.  And also he’ll lose African-American votes.  You have an 

Evangelical African-American – they tend to oppose gay marriage more than the white 

population, although –  

 

MS. ERBE:  Right.  But I’ve heard talk since the announcement that he’s not 

going to lose. 

 

MS. CARNAHAN:  Yes.  He’s not going to lose, yes, the African-American vote. 

 

MS. JACOBUS:  He’s not going to lose the African-American vote, but, look, in 

a close election, if there’s just a slither of the African-American vote who are against him 

because of this issue, maybe other social issues, and they go with Romney or they stay 

home, that will make a difference in a close election.  And everybody expects to be a 

close election. 

 

MS. KUMAR:  But I think actually what the president is doing is actually right on 

the money in the sense that the more he can make this election about cultural issues and 

the difference between him and the Republican base, the more that he wins.  The moment 

that Romney starts winning on the economy – I’m talking about the issues – the 

pocketbook issues – that’s when President Obama is going to have a difficult time.  So I 

think the more he pushes on cultural, he’s actually winning.  And so for him to go on and 

say, this is a civil rights issue and this is why we should keep moving forward, the 

country is actually doing well. 

 

MS. JACOBUS:  But it’s not going to be on the Democratic platform at the 

convention. 

 

MS. ERBE:  Cari. 

 

MS. DOMINGUEZ:  I think he’ll reinforce his liberal base, but I do think that 

there might be – and particularly in the south, there are going to be some very 

conservative Democrats that might have a swing vote.  But, again, I think –  

 

MS. ERBE:  I can’t imagine that any conservative Democrats at this point would 

be particularly religious – you know, the Bible belt type Democrats that they were going 

to vote for him anymore anyway. 

 



MS. DOMINGUEZ:  You’d be surprised.  There’s a lot of individuals, 

particularly – you know, take a look at what happened in South Carolina when Gingrich – 

I mean, a lot of things –  

 

MS. ERBE:  Or look at North Carolina which the same week passed the 

amendment and he won very narrowly last time.  Does that mean it’s going to cost him 

North Carolina this time? 

 

MS. DOMINGUEZ:  I don’t know about that.  I really do think that Romney 

needs to stay focused on the economy and if he can reaffirm his base – Obama can 

reaffirm his base – I think – but there will be some swing voters. 

 

MS. ERBE:  And speaking of Romney, his response to this was rather soft.  He 

didn’t give a Santorum like, you know, God is going to kill you.  You’re dead.  A 

lightning bolt is going to strike any moment now kind of thing.  But he also has an issue 

that came out this week about having been involved in an assault on a guy in his high 

school, cutting his hair, tying him down because they thought he was gay.  So how is that 

all going to play? 

 

MS. CARNAHAN:  I think that that’s rough.  I really do.  And let’s not 

underestimate the money, the power and the votes that are there in Barack Obama’s 

decision, not only with the gay community but also with the younger people who still 

need to be motivated to come out again.  Then you contrast that type of behavior and 

what the president’s doing with normally I’d say – I don’t want to go back to high school 

and what a candidate did.  But in this instance, it was a very –  

 

MS. JACOBUS:  Actually, that started a backlash. 

 

MS. CARNAHAN:  I just want to finish.   

 

MS. ERBE:  Let her finish. 

 

MS. CARNAHAN:  I just want to finish that to me in this instance, okay, this was 

a ritualistic group act.  And I really thought that Mitt Romney’s response was a little 

strange to say, I don’t remember it, but I’m not going to deny that the incident happened 

is basically what he said. 

 

MS. JACOBUS:  A lot of this is conjecture.  He doesn’t remember the incident.  

It was a high school thing.  We don’t know if it’s because they thought the student was 

gay.  Holding someone down and cutting their hair – I think we all did worst things than 

that in high school.   

 

MS. ERBE:  Wait a minute.  Wait a minute.  I did some really bad things –  

 

MS. JACOBUS:  You never caught anybody’s hair? 

 



MS. ERBE:  I never assault –  

 

MS. JACOBUS:  Never saw the boys take the girls’ braid and dip it in the ink 

well and that sort of thing. 

 

MS. ERBE:  That’s different.  That’s different. 

 

MS. JACOBUS:  Now this – what they’re showing now, there’s a backlash on 

that too.  People are saying, why are we suddenly going so far back in high school and so 

much of Barack Obama’s past is off limits?  The public and even some of the media have 

a different view of this than they did in 2008. 

 

MS. DOMINGUEZ:  I just want to say boys will be boys.  My son had his leg 

shaved as a freshman in college because there were pranks.  They do pranks on each 

other.  To take that and all of a sudden turn it into a political thing –  

 

MS. ERBE:  Well, wait a minute.  Was it hazing and he had to go through it and 

he agreed to it?  We’re talking about holding down somebody who’s struggling –  

 

MS. KUMAR:  It’s bullying, right? 

 

MS. ERBE:  It’s more.  It’s beating him up.  It’s physical assault.  That’s the part 

that really bothers me, the physical assault of it.  But you were going to say –  

 

MS. KUMAR:  But I think it’s right.  It’s bullying.  It’s basically being the tough 

guy.  And it doesn’t play well into the Romney narrative right now that he’s out of touch, 

that he doesn’t believe in poor people and at the same time in high school he’s basically 

beating up on the weakling.  But, I mean – no.  I think – but that’s basically his narrative. 

 

MS. JACOBUS:  I mean, there’s been a backlash – it looks like it’s a desperate 

attempt to reach back into his childhood to find anything.  And I think that’s how it’s 

being viewed.  And I’m looking at some of the opinion pieces that are out there.  Folks 

thought and people are saying this is not fair.  This is just a bridge too far, and people 

aren’t buying it.  It looks like it’s a desperate attempt to find something to slam him on. 

 

MS. KUMAR:  I think if Romney came off as more personable and warmer and 

this came out, people would more say, oh, boys will be boys, but the fact that he seems 

not accessible to everyday people, this feeds into that narrative that he likes to beat up on 

the weakling.  And that’s people in –  

 

MS. JACOBUS:  He’s beating Obama by seven points. 

 

MS. ERBE:  All right. 

 



MS. CARNAHAN:  I was just going to say this story is not going to go away.  It’s 

going to be looked into more and it will be interesting to see and hear from the man who 

was held down by the others who included Mitt Romney and what he has to say about it. 

 

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

Twitter @BonnieErbe or @ToTheContrary.  From gay marriage to divorce settlements.   

 

Women are paying more in child support and alimony according to a new study 

by the American Academy of Matrimonial Lawyers.  Fifty-six percent of the country’s 

top divorce lawyers say they’ve seen steep increases in the number of women paying 

child support since 2009.  Forty-seven percent of them see more women being held 

responsible for alimony.  Legal experts explain as women become more successful, 

they’re also finding themselves more likely to incur financial obligations during and after 

divorce.  The trend will likely continue as more fathers lose jobs and more formerly stay-

at-home moms enter the workplace to balance the family budget. 

 

Why is this going on, Cari?  And personally I know one member, regular member 

of our panel is going through a divorce very late in life, three grown kids, nine grandkids, 

and she is having to support her soon to be ex-husband.  Would a woman in that situation 

get alimony when the kids are all grown up and gone? 

 

MS. DOMINGUEZ:  I think it’s equal opportunity, frankly.  I think that – and it’s 

a very rarified group of women.  We’re talking about highly paid, highly compensated 

professional executive women who perhaps their husbands have given up some of their 

own potential to stay home.  And I have lots of friends in that category.  And usually they 

do have a pre-nuptial involved with it, but nowadays, you know – but, you know, to put it 

in perspective, when you think about it – there was a recent report that came out that 

showed that marriage is on the decline.  So a lot of individuals are living together.  A lot 

more women are heading up – single heads of a household.  So this is really – this is kind 

of a rarefied group.  But my position is if they are earning more, if they are supporting 

their husbands, if their husbands have given up some of the skills, then I think that’s part 

of the plan. 

 

MS. ERBE:  Is this going to start happening with alimony?  Are women paying 

alimony if they have kids with the guy, he stays home, they get a great career and then 

they break down? 

 

MS. CARNAHAN:  I think you are going to see that.  It was interesting when I 

was practicing family law, there was a tendency away from giving alimony and it was 

actually hurting a lot of women.  And now we have, 20 years later, and we see more 

women now being required to do that.  I think that the judicial system saw that no 

alimony was not necessarily an equitable thing, because you do have discrepancies in 

income and sacrifices.   

 

What I heard the other day – a stay-at-home mom is worth about $133,000 a year.  

That’s what you’d have to pay for those services.  So you look at men who may have 



stepped back in their career and the spouse who’s making more, who happens to be the 

woman, and I think you’re going to see more of this.  And I think you’re going to see it 

with alimony.  You have kids involved. 

 

MS. JACOBUS:  I think it’s a great thing.  I think it shows that women have 

come a long way.  I hope we see more of it.  I think it’s a good problem for women to 

have because it’s a positive sign that we’re doing better and that’s the equality that we 

wanted.  And people just – that’s what we’ve wanted.  That means you take the good 

with the bad so I’m all for it.  I don’t see the problem at all.  If it’s fair, it’s fair.  Women 

were getting it before and now women are more successful, men are getting it, great.  Go 

for it. 

 

MS. KUMAR:  I have to agree.  I think my only advice would be before you get 

married now and you have equal tracks of career, lawyer up.  (Laughter.) 

 

MS. ERBE:  Isn’t that a sad development? 

 

MS. KUMAR:  No.  No.  But I mean, in all fairness, what we’re saying is that 

we’ve been working for all of the fruits of equality.  But we also have to recognize that 

there’s a responsibility that comes with that as well.  And in any partnership, whoever is 

more successful – they’re more successful on the outside, but the fact that you’re a stay-

at-home mom or stay-at-home dad, you’re successfully also raising children.  And that’s 

something that – that is a decision that was hopefully done jointly.  So, as a result, you 

both have to share those sacrifices. 

 

MS. JACOBUS:  But why do you say lawyer up now that it’s women who pay 

alimony?  I mean, should guys have lawyer up before?   

 

MS. KUMAR:  I mean, the trends in pre-nuptial agreements came from men who 

had basically had lawyer up.  I was being a little facetious, but it was very much that – I 

bet that most women when they’re about to get married don’t have a pre-nuptial 

agreement or have that conversation with loved ones. 

 

MS. ERBE:  I agree with that. 

 

MS. KUMAR:  Right?  Whereas I think –  

 

MS. ERBE:  I’ve been married 23 years.  We never – and to a litigator.  And I 

went through law school and didn’t practice, but I never thought about a pre-nuptial.  I 

was still in my 30s when I got married.  And I think most women – certainly if I might 

say, a first marriage type of marriage, in your 20s.   

 

MS. KUMAR (?):  Your starter marriage. 

 



MS. ERBE:  Yes.  Right.  Your starter marriage.  Are you going – and you’re 25.  

You guys both just got out of college or med school or community college, whatever.  

You think those women are going to think about pre-nuptials when you have nothing? 

 

MS. KUMAR:  No.  Not only when you have nothing, but I do think that there’s – 

there are different conversations that are had with men and their families and women and 

their families when they’re about to get married.  And I think not having that discussion, 

the fact that saying – you’re looking to seek – to have a profession one way or the other 

and it’s not wrong to have those conversations.  I think, unfortunately, when we are 

talking about entering marriage, we don’t want to talk about the financial aspects of it. 

 

MS. JACOBUS:  But at the age she’s talking about, you’re not getting half of 

what somebody has.  You’re getting half of their debt because half of nothing is nothing.  

Now you’re talking student loans. 

 

MS. KUMAR:  But you’re going to have half of your debt anyway when you’re 

married, right, when you walk away, unless you sign a pre-nuptial which says you’re 

each in charge of your own debts, right? 

 

MS. ERBE:  So are we – I guess the bottom line – the bottom line is young 

women, look out, and get your pre-nuptials before you get married.  Isn’t that kind of –  

 

MS. CARNAHAN:  I want to say something.  I had a girlfriend in law school 

with me who said, Debra, get a pre-nuptial, when I was marrying Russ (sp), and I said the 

same thing, why?  We have nothing.  It’s just debt we’re going to have.   

 

But to your point, there’s nothing wrong with looking at this contractual situation.  

Let’s be honest.  Marriage is a contract.  And you have to have lawyers to get you out of 

it.  You don’t need them to get you in, but you sure need them to get you out.  And there 

are legal obligations that flow back and forth when you say “I do.”  Nothing wrong with 

consulting an attorney and looking for options. 

 

MS. ERBE:  But I just think that’s one more way to discourage young people who 

at this point in time need no discouragement from getting married.  But what can you do?  

Sorry, we’re out of time.   

 

Behind of headlines: in honor of Mother’s Day, Bay and her boys.  Republican 

strategist Bay Buchanan was three-months pregnant with her third son when she faced 

divorce and becoming a single parent.  Her new book, “Bay and Her Boys,” tells how she 

raised three great sons as a single mom. 

 

(Begin video segment.) 

 

BAY BUCHANAN [Former U.S. Treasurer]:  When you’re a single mom, you’re 

both parents.  So I think one idea with that is be the parent and not the friend.  And so I 

was close to my kids but I was the authority in that home.  And when they challenged it, 



let them know in no uncertain terms, I set the rules, you obey them.  That’s how this 

works. 

 

MS. ERBE:  Even though Buchanan was an authoritative parent, she made sure 

her boys had strong male role models and a healthy relationship with their father.   

 

MS. BUCHANAN:  The dad is the second most important person to your children 

if you’re a single mom, without question.  And where he may have hurt you and there 

may have been problems in your relationship, in no way should you do anything that 

would damage the relationship with them. 

 

MS. ERBE:  Buchanan struggled to balance work as a rising symbol of 

conservative politics and raising three boys.  But she always put her children first. 

 

MS. BUCHANAN:  You’re there with them as much as possible and not off with 

friends, not off on dates.  Your house is their house.  And you fix the house so it’s family 

centered so they’re right there with you at all times.  I had to be there.  And that’s a 

decision I made is they would be number one, they’d be first and I would sacrifice for 

them.  And what a rewarding experience it was.  It made me a better person, a better 

mom, and far closer to my children then I would have other been. 

 

MS. ERBE:  Buchanan remained single when her sons were young to focus more 

on their lives.  The lack of a male partner didn’t bother Buchanan as much as the stigma 

she faced as a single mom. 

 

MS. BUCHANAN:  There is this idea also – being a single mom I felt it from 

other single moms.  I felt it from certain circles – you had failed.  You had failed to 

provide the dad.  I had enough of that inside me.  I knew that the boys would have loved 

to have had a dad in their home.  I felt that that was something that I regretted not being 

able to provide them.  But we don’t need anyone else to tell us that.  We don’t need that 

input.  We need to be said, listen, you can have such a great family and so much fun 

keeping that family together, but you’ve got to do it. 

 

MS. ERBE:  Buchanan wrote her book in part for single moms who struggle 

every day to balance children, work and life. 

 

MS. BUCHANAN:  That’s one of the reasons I wrote the book.  I really feel 

single moms – there’s millions of us and we’re working and to make certain our kids 

thrive.  And I think all people should realize we want all kids to thrive.  And so if there’s 

not a dad in the home, what can we do help them, to compensate for that, to make a 

difference, to help those single parents out?  That should be part of our community 

service, I believe. 

 

(End video segment.) 

 



MS. ERBE:  Maria Teresa, she also talks about how her husband literally walked 

out on her, and she had gone from being U.S. Treasury – the head of the Treasury, you 

know, her name on dollar bills, and when he left, she was broke.  So she went from this 

high position and authority to the bottom of the ladder.  And how do single moms cope in 

that situation? 

 

MS. KUMAR:  I have to say that her story is a beautiful one because what we’re 

find increasingly in the United States is that there are more single mothers than there are 

married ones.  And for her to have such a frank conversation on her difficulty and her 

pathway to that, and to actually continue maintaining a happy, beautiful home while her 

career is refreshing.  I can tell you that it’s something that unfortunately is often not heard 

from the conservative perspective.  And I think it really opens up an opportunity to have 

these discussions of that struggle. 

 

MS. ERBE:  I mean, she talked about stigma – are there members of the 

conservative right in this country who think even if you were married when you had the 

children or when the last one was conceived, you shouldn’t be a single mother? 

 

MS. JACOBUS:  I don’t think that a conservative or liberal thing.  I just think 

different people pass different judgments based on what’s going on in their 

neighborhood, their city, their family.  And there’s a difference between somebody who 

is single, not necessarily by choice and somebody else who maybe thinks, well, 

everybody is doing it so I will too when there really is no father in the picture at all inside 

the home or outside the home.  I like that Bay is not glamorous.  I think that she’s taken a 

very honest approach about this, which is a good thing.   

 

But, yes.  There are more single mothers than married mothers in this country, 

that’s a problem.  So I think it’s good that we don’t glamorize it and that you’re being 

very direct and very honest about the challenges.  But if a child has one adult in their life 

that cares about them deeply, mother, father, grandparent, they’re going to be okay.  And 

I think Bay Buchanan is a prime example of that.  

 

MS. DOMINGUEZ:  Absolutely.  I think it’s a support system that’s going to 

make it.  I have two sons and a husband and my mother helped too.  And still – I mean, 

there are certain demands being placed on the mother that nobody else can do.   

 

But I think from Bay – and kudos to her for coming out with this book, but I think 

her perspective is – you know, she came from the conservative side, very affluent 

environment, Pat Buchanan, the whole family, very well bred into the conservative party.  

And probably that was generational issues as well because this happened so many years 

ago.  So I think back in that era, it was probably very difficult for her to be able to be 

raising three children in the middle of that environment where people didn’t get along but 

they were still married to each other.  You know, the divorce thing just didn’t happen.  

And even more dramatically, the way that he just walked out on her pregnant. 

 



MS. ERBE:  What about the stigma on single motherhood?  Is it fair?  

Particularly, do we still have it on single moms who are divorced? 

 

MS. CARNAHAN:  I don’t think we have it as much and certainly not as much as 

when she was going through this.  I think it’s more acceptable – whether you agree with 

it or not, it’s more acceptable to have a child outside of wedlock, to decide to have a child 

on your own that you’re not going to wait for the right man, but you want a child.  All of 

those things are out there now. 

 

MS. ERBE:  Is stigma in that situation a good or a bad thing? 

 

MS. CARNAHAN:  In my opinion, you know, it’s brave on the women’s part to 

decide to do that.  It’s very brave.  My concern about that is that you don’t have the 

support and the financial support.  If you’re able to support yourself and keep your job 

and have your child, I don’t have a problem with that.  It’s not something I would want to 

do, but the women that have chosen to do it and do it well, I applaud them. 

 

MS. KUMAR:  At the same time, I don’t think often times, even when you get 

married you expect your marriage to last, right?  Fifty percent of marriages fail.  So the 

fact that you have someone walking out on you, that wasn’t expected.  And sometimes I 

think that’s the same thing with single motherhood it’s just – they’re taking a gamble as 

well, but they’re very sure of perhaps their ability to take care of this child whereas 

someone that becomes co-dependent on someone that turns out not to be a healthy 

marriage is probably maybe in more trouble. 

 

MS. JACOBUS:  But what about the young ones, the teenagers mothers – unwed 

teenage mothers are in a completely different category than Bay Buchanan. 

 

MS. KUMAR:  Absolutely. 

 

MS. JACOBUS:  As you said, Bay is in a position where –  

 

MS. ERBE:  Educated, supports herself. 

 

MS. JACOBUS:  So if it’s going to be that difficult for her, just think how hard it 

is for an unwed teenage mother and I think that our society has glamorized unwed 

teenage mothers.  We talk about how hard it is and –  

 

MS. ERBE:  Madonna and her first kid.  You know, but she had millions and 

millions of dollars. 

 

MS. KUMAR:  Right.  But at the same time young people are getting mixed 

messages.  We don’t want you to have sex.  We don’t want you to have contraception.  

And what happened, you also ended up being a single mom. 

 



MS. JACOBUS:  Wait?  We want them to have contraception.  We just don’t 

think that we should all have to pay for it.  I mean, between you and your boyfriend or 

your one-night stand, you can’t afford a condom, then maybe – you know, we do know 

how to prevent pregnancy.  No, it’s not unfair.  It’s the way – it’s a conversation people 

have had for generations. 

 

MS. ERBE:  All right.  But that’s a whole other issue and we’re out of time.  

That’s it for this edition of To the Contrary.  Next week, Foreign Service in China.  

Please follow me on Twitter @BonnieErbe and @ToTheContrary and check our website, 

pbs.org/ttc, where the discussion continues.  Whether you agree or think to the contrary, 

please join us next time. 

 

(END) 

 


