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BONNIE ERBE:  This week on To the Contrary, first, the president’s plan to 

fight rape on campus.  Then, red states have higher divorce rates.  Behind the headlines: 

the movie the pro-life movement can’t stop talking about.  

 

(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, sexual assault. 

 

President Obama wants to end college sexual assault which affects one in five 

college women.  Can he do it?  As a first step, creating a task force, doesn’t seem like 

much, but the task force will hold colleges and universities accountable and allow federal 

agencies to step in when colleges don’t do enough. 

 

According to a report by the White House Council on Women and Girls, despite 

its prevalence, college rape remains underreported.  Most perpetrators commit several 

offenses before they are caught, if ever.  The report also says alcohol and drugs are major 

contributing problems. 

 

So, Congresswoman Norton, can the president’s task force effectively combat 

sexual assault on campus? 

 

DELEGATE ELEANOR NORTON (D-D.C.):  Well, the president’s task force 

can do as directed, develop recommendation, and most, especially, start a badly needed 

national conversation on how young men treat young women today. 

 

DARLENE KENNEDY:  This is definitely not an issue for the federal 

government.  We have enough bureaucracy.  I believe it’s parents, universities and local 

law enforcement that should be combating this issue. 

 

DEBRA CARNAHAN:  Well, look, the task force is going to shed a good 

spotlight on the problem, help keep the universities’ feet to the fire, so to speak, on this 

issue, and can certainly start a dialogue with the universities.   

 

ANGELA MCGLOWAN:  The administration can’t do it alone.  It takes a 

partnership with the universities, also state and local, but also educating folks as well.  

But I think with the administration making a first step, it brings attention to the issue.   

 

MS. ERBE:  Well, is it educating?  I mean, is rape a crime that you can educate 

the perpetrator not to do it?  It’s a sickness.  It’s a mental illness. 

 

DEL. NORTON:  Bonnie, the notion that you send your daughter to college to get 

raped needs to be put on the table.  And people don’t understand these statistics.  An 



individual maybe, when it happens to her, but the notion that not only in the armed 

services but now on college campuses, we see a generation that perhaps from the social 

media, perhaps from the big, bad media, have picked up exactly the opposite lesson that 

has historically been the way we taught young men, we raised them to treat young 

women.   

 

The whole notion of rape, that’s off the table.  The point was how to even to 

approach a young woman.  What happened to that?  I agree it’s the parents but the entire 

society is deeply implicated in this generation of young men.   

 

MS. ERBE:  You’re saying don’t hold the colleges accountable?  As a lawyer, 

you know, when these things happen, the family has and many do – some don’t I guess – 

the legal right to sue the college for it. 

 

MS. KENNEDY:  Oh, yeah.  Not by any standard am I saying that the universities 

shouldn’t be held accountable.  What I am saying is that we need to really address this on 

a local level in that, you know, parents need to be able to combat it with the university.  

And they need to prosecute these cases.   

 

It’s unfortunate because – I can’t believe we’re still in a day where, unfortunately, 

young women don’t know or don’t believe they’ve been raped, especially in a date rape 

situation.  And as the mother of a college-age son, I have made it very clear, his behavior, 

he needs to respect women.  Everyone doesn’t do that so it’s unfortunate that we’re in 

this position. 

 

MS. MCGLOWAN:  And especially when I say educate, is exactly what you said.  

Sometimes women don’t know, young women, is it rape?  I said no but I was there.  Is it 

my fault?  Women need to know where they can go if they are raped and what is actually 

rape. 

 

MS. CARNAHAN:  And I think it’s very important not only that the women 

know that.  I completely agree with you, but back to the sons.  I have two sons in college.  

They need to know that they’re going to be prosecuted, that there will be consequences, 

that it’s not a free for all to get a girl drunk, and say, well, she didn’t say no so I thought 

it was consensual and that the university will not do anything about it.  They need to 

know that.  They care about staying in their fraternities or in their dorm rooms.  They 

care about staying in the institution. 

 

DEL. NORTON:  Well, blow the cover right off – blow the cover right off of the 

universities because they are suppressing this information. 

 

MS. ERBE:  Yeah, but, you know, look at what’s going on in India, where, for 

example, yet another woman was gang raped by – young woman by 10 people.  But those 

people are not educated.  We’re talking about college educated Americans.  They know –  

 

DEL. NORTON:  Acting like animals. 



 

MS. ERBE:  Right.  They should know better.  That’s why I’m saying, I think that 

there’s a bit at least of a mental illness issue going on here. 

 

MS. CARNAHAN:  No.  I think it’s just like we had to educate about sexual 

harassment in the boardroom.  You know, these are college educated men too.  And, you 

know, it was still – we still see it today. 

 

MS. MCGLOWAN:  But also you have instances where we’re talking about 

women but men are raped.  You have 1.6 million men who have been raped and some 

don’t want to report maybe because they’re ashamed or maybe, again, they don’t know 

what to do, where to go. 

 

MS. ERBE:  But that’s more in the military than it is on campus. 

 

MS. MCGLOWAN:  Well, with some hazing, with some of these fraternities, we 

don’t know.  I mean, there could be sodomy there not dealing with actual rape but 

actually victimizing someone. 

 

MS. CARNAHAN:  And, Bonnie, to your point, you say mental illness; it is a 

violent crime.  It is a crime not of sex.  It is a crime of saying, I’m powerful; I’m 

dominating you.  These people are criminals and they have to be treated that way. 

 

DEL. NORTON:  And they’re in a room by themselves with a woman so who is 

going to know about it? 

 

MS. ERBE:  OK.  But tell me about this task force, how it’s going to work and 

how it’s really going to have any teeth. 

 

DEL. NORTON:  Well, as I read it it’s not that the task force has any teeth.  It’s 

not supposed to have any teeth.  In fact, government agencies already have teeth.  Title 

Nine is there; there’s the U.S. attorneys all around the country.  But the responsible actors 

are suppressing this issue.  I mean the universities.  I mean mothers who are ashamed of 

their sons and don’t want to talk about it.   

 

So the task force, it does seem to me to be important because women, for 

example, need to know that the society frowns upon this, beginning with the White 

House, beginning with the White House – you have the president and the vice president 

saying this is abominable conduct.  Everybody needs to sit up and listen when they see 

that it has risen to that level. 

 

MS. ERBE:  The president and the first lady are also trying to get more young 

women to go to college.  Do you think this is a barrier?  Are young girls saying – you 

know, I’m not going to go to community college because if I live on campus, I’m going 

to get raped? 

 



MS. KENNEDY:  I think that’s a concern.  It’s a legitimate concern.  This is not 

an issue that just happened but we are being more vocal about it.  And I think one of the 

things we also need to think about is hitting these universities in their pockets.  There’s 

nothing better than pulling funding from these schools for them to wake up and smell the 

coffee. 

 

MS. CARNAHAN:  And remember, when you talk about police, a lot of it is 

campus police. 

 

MS. KENNEDY:  That’s true. 

 

MS. CARNAHAN:  And those – not to offend campus police, but they’re not on 

the level of our local police. 

 

MS. KENNEDY:  No.  They should be going to the police off campus. 

 

MS. CARNAHAN:  And they need to be having sensitivity training and how to 

investigate. 

 

MS. ERBE:  I mean, does it have to get to the point where we should – where all 

colleges should be like airports and have security into each dorm and into each building? 

 

DEL. NORTON:  Of course not. 

 

MS. MCGLOWAN:  No, but they should actually have a place where women can 

go, a crisis place where people can go when they feel like they’ve been violated.  But 

also, Bonnie, you have certain institutions that want to cover it up. 

 

MS. CARNAHAN:  Like the – (inaudible) – case at the center to a psych ward? 

 

MS. MCGLOWAN:  Exactly.  Exactly.  So from the administrative standpoint, I 

think with President Obama and Biden bringing attention to this issue, I think it will be 

put more in the forefront. 

 

DEL. NORTON:  And the fact that they’re men – they’re two men bringing this 

attention to the issue of other men. 

 

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

@BonnieErbe or #tothecontrary.  From sexual assault to divorce. 

 

Contrary to popular belief, religion may actually be the reason for a high divorce 

rate in many southern states, that according to a new study “Red States, Blue States and 

Divorce.”   

 



Researcher Jennifer Glass wanted to understand why divorce rates are higher in 

the very religious states of Arkansas and Alabama but lower in liberal states such as New 

Jersey and Massachusetts.   

 

She found conservative Protestantism and traditional religious culture to be major 

contributing factors.  Glass suggests that when religious conservatives tell young people 

to marry younger and tell them not to cohabit before marriage, that produces early 

unstable marriages.   

 

What’s even more surprising is people living near a lot of conservative Protestants 

are at higher risk of divorce even if they’re not conservative or protestant. 

 

So you live in Missouri, which is a purple state, so it has more progressive areas; 

it has more conservative areas.  Do you see that taking place in Missouri? 

 

MS. CARNAHAN:  I don’t know the divorce statistics, even though I did practice 

divorce law for a while, but I’ll say it’s definitely related to marrying too young and 

probably related also, as the study said, to the fact that you are very naïve and have been 

told, marry young and then have sex.  And so you get married younger to obey the 

church. 

 

MS. MCGLOWAN:  But I don’t think that age has anything to do with it or 

cohabitating before you get married has anything to do with it.  I think actually is 

knowing your partner, knowing who you’re marrying.  I think a lot of times, people –  

 

MS. ERBE:  Yeah, but when you’re – if you’re 18 and your partner is 18 or 19, 

do you – you don’t know who you are yet. 

 

MS. MCGLOWAN:  But I don’t think that – I have seen a lot of people, Bonnie, 

that have actually married early in life that are still married to this date.  A lot of people 

think that marriage is a destination.  It’s actually a journey.  It’s two people growing 

together.  So I think a lot of people have misconceived notions on what marriage really is 

and the responsibility of being married. 

 

DEL. NORTON:  Well, I think these youngsters have been imbibed with the 

notion what you can’t do.  And when you can’t cohabitate, and you certainly can’t use 

contraception and you can’t – you know, it’s almost like the 10 commandments writ for 

modern day, and so they are not prepared for the risks that as young people they’re going 

to inevitably be exposed to and how to deal with them.  And so they enter in too young 

inevitably it looks like unstable marriages.   

 

Yes, there may be some correlation to religious culture as such; I’m not sure to 

religious practices.  But I think the fact that they all are from the same communities is 

kind of like birds of a feather in a flock together.  So you do what people do in your 

community. 

 



MS. ERBE:  The study makes perfect sense to me, I must say, having grown up in 

New York City, that, you know, when you’re told, don’t do this, as the congresswoman 

mentioned, that you really – it doesn’t really teach you much about real life and real 

relationships.  Does it make sense to you? 

 

MS. KENNEDY:  No, it doesn’t.  I mean, really, I look at this situation – I guess 

my view of it is that these folks who are divorcing in the red states aren’t any different 

than other Americans.   

 

MS. ERBE:  But why the higher rates then? 

 

MS. KENNEDY:  I don’t know why the phenomenon, honestly.  I don’t 

necessarily think it’s because you married – necessarily because you married too young 

or that you cohabitate, although I do agree with Eleanor that it is a part of the problem but 

not the only problem.   

 

You know, you don’t know who you are at 18.  I didn’t even know who I was at 

23 when I got married, but, nonetheless, you know, it’s a learning curve for all of us.  

And I find it interesting that in most – we expected most “religious” families to stay 

together regardless, thick or thin.  And it shows where society is going that they feel 

comfortable enough that they can divorce. 

 

MS. MCGLOWAN:  But there have been older people who have waited years 

before getting married and still they end up getting a divorce.  I know folks that have 

married two and three times, and they waited until later in life, and they dealt with a 

career.  So, again, it’s about your partner, who you are, and the fact that marriage is not a 

destination.  It’s a journey. 

 

MS. CARNAHAN:  Well, that’s true, but we still have the study and the study is 

showing that these are factors.  And I don’t disagree with you, but we need to look at 

what is this telling us, what is this telling us about absence only type of education in these 

areas.  And is it pushing young people to get married before they’re ready so that they are 

obeying the church?   

 

And here is it the other thing: why is it Protestants?  I mean, I was brought up as a 

conservative Protestant.  I wonder where the Catholics are in this. 

 

DEL. NORTON:  Because Calvinism, uptight Protestantism is nothing new.  And 

they have never practiced what they preached.  The men known for womanizing are more 

in the south I think than any other part of the country. 

 

MS. ERBE:  Seriously?  That I’ve never heard. 

 

DEL. NORTON:  Oh, my God.  Oh, my heavens. 

 

MS. CARNAHAN:  Well, they are pretty smooth.  (Laughter.) 



 

DEL. NORTON:  This is a part of the country where you had slavery, where the 

whole notion of having more than one woman came quite naturally and has never left that 

part of the country.  You know, they drink.   

 

The stereotypes are there.  Well, the stereotypes get imbibed and they get imbibed 

in the culture.  They’re not in the individual.  Anecdotal evidence doesn’t match this 

study.  What is interesting is that this is a study and that they found a pattern.   

 

And if I were a parent in Arkansas or Alabama of a young woman, a young man, I 

would be grateful for this study and I’d want to know more about why this is happening.  

Their parents, I wonder, if they have as high a divorce rates. 

 

MS. ERBE:  That’s what I was thinking is that the biggest influence as far as I can 

tell about whether marriages last is whether the person who’s getting married grew up in 

a home with a lasting marriage and role models –  

 

DEL. NORTON:  That seems to have been lost though.  That seems to have been 

lost.  It was lost with the baby boom generation. 

 

MS. MCGLOWAN:  But also it said that divorce can be contagious and you are 

who you’re associated with and people that you live around. 

 

MS. ERBE:  All right.  Behind the headlines: “Gimme Shelter,” a new movie 

opens in theaters nationwide this weekend that supporters and critics alike are calling a 

pro-life film. 

 

(Begin video segment.) 

 

MS. ERBE:  The movie tells the story of a homeless pregnant teen names Apple, 

played by Vanessa Hudgens, who runs away from an abusive single mother.  She 

searches for her wealthy father who asks her to terminate the pregnancy.   

 

BRENDAN FRASER [Tom Fitzpatrick in “Gimme Shelter”]:  It’s clear that you 

are not ready to assume the responsibility of motherhood.   

 

MS. ERBE:  The movie is based on a composite of two pregnant teens once 

sheltered by the inspiration behind the film, Cathy Defiore.  Defiore adamantly denies the 

film is pro-life despite overwhelming evidence that it is.   

 

KATHY DEFIORE [Founder, Several Sources Shelter]:  This film is a pro-people 

film.  Quite honestly, regardless of what you think, a woman in need is a woman in need.  

Now, when you have a pregnant woman in need, there are two people that need a place to 

live.  They should have resources.  And that’s what this film is about.   

 



MS. ERBE:  In 1981, Defiore felt spiritually unfulfilled as a successful Wall 

Street executive.  So she opened her home to a pregnant teen.  Later, she placed an ad in 

the local newspaper with her name and phone number and the simple message, 

“Pregnant?  Need help?”  The calls poured in.  Now, she runs four facilities for young 

pregnant adolescents, and started a website, LifeCall.org, listing over 550 similar shelters. 

 

MS. DEFIORE:  I used to be homeless once.  If it wasn’t for the fact that 

somebody helped me out and that someone else did and someone else did that I was able 

to put my life back together again after an abusive marriage that was terrible.  Where 

would I be?  What would I be doing today? 

 

MS. ERBE:  When Director Ron Krauss discovered Defiore, she was reluctant to 

share her story and the residents’ experiences for the big screen. 

 

MS. DEFIORE:  And he took hours, hundreds of hours of footage of the mothers 

and they opened up their lives to him.  And then he saw – I think he saw these two 

women in particular whose stories seemed to blend the needs and the overall stories of all 

those hundreds and hundreds of hours of tape. 

 

MS. ERBE:  Defiore has an anonymous benefactor who pays all educational 

expenses for the mothers, including up to four years of college and childcare.  The 

shelters are supervised by social workers and a psychologist offers therapy.  She also has 

a sonogram center. 

 

MS. DEFIORE:  I’ve never met a woman that has heard her baby’s heartbeat 

decide, I think I’m going to have an abortion.  I don’t want to say that I haven’t had girls 

decide, Kathy, I’m sorry.  I’m going to have an abortion.  That’s her choice according to 

the law of this land.  But I’m here to help you choose life.   

 

(End video segment.) 

 

MS. ERBE:  I’m just curious, why do you think she so adamantly says that it’s 

not a pro-life movie when anyone watching it – the message there is, if you’re a pregnant 

teenager, have the baby, you know, out of wedlock? 

 

MS. MCGLOWAN:  I think with the religious right movement and also with 

people being pro-choice or pro-life – pro-life has a bad stigma to it.  I think that this film 

is about the struggles of a teenage mother.  I think it’s about the struggles of if you are 

single and young and pregnant, what do you do?  So, again, I agree with the lady on the 

film that it’s about a human story, not rather being pro-life or anti-abortion.  It’s about 

life. 

 

MS. ERBE:  But why not accept the label?  I mean, it obviously – I watched it 

beginning to end; it’s a pro-life movie. 

 



MS. MCGLOWAN:  But it has a bad stigma to it though.  I think that a lot of 

people –  

 

MS. ERBE:  Why?  You say bad stigma.  There were hundreds of thousands of 

Catholic school students bust into Washington this week to commemorate the “Roe vs. 

Wade” decision.  There are lots of people who see it as a good label. 

 

MS. MCGLOWAN:  Today, with the controversy with Planned Parenthood, with 

the contentious presidential election, the war on women, some people believe that people 

who are pro-life are actually telling people what they should do with their lives, and that 

it’s not a choice for a woman to have an abortion or not. 

 

DEL. NORTON:  I think she wants everybody to see the movie.  I think, you 

know, she doesn’t want to be labeled because she wants me to go see the movie.  And, by 

the way, I’d like to see the movie.  Good for her.   

 

You hear people say that – in fact, you hear kids on television say, well, my 

mother put me out because I was pregnant.  I’m glad there’s somebody out there willing 

to take in a youngster who may want to have a child.  The feminists don’t say you should 

have a child or not have a child.  They say it’s your choice.  If she wants to encourage 

youngsters who feel that way, more power to her. 

 

MS. KENNEDY:  I didn’t see it as a – I did get a chance to preview it, and I did 

not see it as necessarily a pro-life movie.  I think it showed both options.  And this 

particular young lady made the choice that she wanted to have her child.   

 

MS. ERBE:  Did it glamour – in your eyes, did it glamorize teen motherhood, 

unwed motherhood? 

 

MS. KENNEDY:  Not to me.  Not to me.  I mean, you know –  

 

MS. ERBE:  To me, it did, and frequently, quite frankly, and this isn’t discussed 

but churches are – and she was clearly close to the line with the Catholic Church.  You 

want to talk about why there’s a rise in unwed motherhood.  Watch that movie.  It’s 

because the church is pushing these young women to have these babies before they have 

not just a husband, but any kind of real relationship in their lives. 

 

MS. KENNEDY:  Well, the way you describe it, with all due respect, makes us 

sound like they were trying to get an abortion clinic and all the Catholics, you know, 

dragged her in the other direction.  And that’s not the case. 

 

MS. ERBE:  No.  She never wanted to – she never wanted to have an abortion.   

 

MS. KENNEDY:  But, you know, then we need to look – I know, but we need to 

look at why.  I mean, that’s really the issue.  Young ladies, particularly in impoverished 

areas, in the ghetto – you know, I grew up in the South Bronx – when they don’t have 



parents that love them or stay in situations that are abusive or what have you, sometimes 

that child is the only thing they have to love.  And I’m not saying it’s a good thing.  But, 

unfortunately, because they’re young – young girls, they can’t rationalize that it’s not a 

good thing. 

 

MS. CARNAHAN:  I’d like to say something because I sat on the board for three 

years of one of these homes that was right down the street from my house in St. Louis.  

It’s called Almost Home.  And people were surprised when they heard that I was on that 

board because I am very choice.  But I believe choice is choice and that means you can 

decide to keep your baby or you don’t.   

 

I did watch the movie.  I got up at 5:00 a.m. this morning and watched all two 

hours of it because I wanted to see it, because – coming on the show today.  I think there 

was a little glamorization of that situation, having worked around one of these homes.  

And it’s not that easy.  And what happens, you know, a month down the road, two 

months?  It’s a lot harder.  And we have to train the girls and we have to give them 

education. 

 

MS. ERBE:  Explain what really – you know, to me, to come out of an abusive 

situation, what these women should be doing is first of all, not getting pregnant in the 

first place and not being taught abstinence only. 

 

MS. CARNAHAN:  Yeah.  We don’t really understand how that happened to her.  

Yeah. 

 

MS. ERBE:  But also, if they want to, you know, get rid of the pregnancy, they 

need – the first thing they need to work on is getting an education and get – finding a 

partner, and then having a child.  And bringing a child into a situation, I think, of having 

a mother whose mother was probably on drugs or – you know, there’s domestic violence 

in the home, came from a situation like that, most of those kids are not going to grow up 

properly in the sense –  

 

MS. CARNAHAN:  You’re so right.  You’re so right. 

 

MS. ERBE:  – in the sense that every child, in my mind, in a perfect world, which 

we don’t live in, should be brought into a home where there are two loving parents and 

have enough money to take care of it. 

 

MS. CARNAHAN:  Right.  Now, in the situation, the home I was in, we actually 

had apartments where we moved the young women into there once their abusive 

situations, partners, parents had been dealt with, and we had protected, you know, areas 

to help with that.  And they also were required to get a job and complete school, and then 

daycare would be provided for them.  But they had to get up every day and do that.  It’s a 

great organization.   

 



The problem I had with the movie is that – to your point, Eleanor, no.  They 

didn’t show much of the abortion option.  They definitely – it looked kind of rough, and 

it looked like, oh, you’re not read yet?  The doctor is on his way, you know, that type of 

thing.  And she wasn’t supported.  You know, the step mom pulled back.   

 

I definitely think it was pro-life.  And that’s fine for what it is.  But I think it 

should be acknowledged that it was a pro-life movie and glamorizing this a bit. 

 

MS. ERBE:  All right.  That’s it for this edition of To the Contrary.  Please follow 

me on Twitter @BonnieErbe and #tothecontrary.  And visit our website, 

pbs.org/tothecontrary, where the discussion continues.  And whether you agree or think 

to the contrary, please join us next time. 

 

(END) 

 


