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BONNIE ERBE:  This week on To the Contrary, first, women, children, and the 
immigration showdown.  Then, rape charges against Bill Cosby and why states place 
time limits on prosecution of the crime of rape.  Behind the headlines, why Gloria 
Steinem says sexual assault can be eliminated.   

  
 (Musical break.) 
 
MS. ERBE:  Hello, I’m Bonnie Erbe and welcome to To the Contrary, a 

discussion of news and social trends from diverse perspectives.  Up first, women, 
children, and immigration.   

 
(Begin video segment.) 
 
MS. ERBE:  Supporters of President Obama’s executive order on immigration say 

it honors American values by keeping more families together.  Opponents say it’s 
unfairly being imposed without bipartisan support.   

 
According to the Migration Policy Institute, about one third of immigrants 

illegally in the U.S. live with a child who is a U.S. citizen.  The President’s order could 
shield some five million people, most of them women and children, from deportation.  
Four million immigrants with no criminal records will be able to work legally in the 
country.  Also included is an expansion of the DREAMers Program for young 
immigrants who came to the U.S. as children.  However, their parents get no protection.  
Critics on the left say the order doesn’t go far enough.  Critics on the right are promising 
to take their own action.    

 
(End video segment.)   
 
MS. ERBE:  So Congresswoman Norton, is this really a family preservation bill 

or action rather, as the president says it is?    
 
DEL. ELEANOR HOLMES NORTON (D-DC):  Bonnie, there’s no avoiding the 

family solidarity theme that runs throughout the executive order.  But when these families 
come out of the shadows, they will also bolster the economy.   

 
GENEVIEVE WOOD:  I think, Bonnie, this is far more about politics than it is 

about families.  And I think that if we want to say it’s about families, you have to ask 
which families, those that are here illegally, or those that are trying to come in the right 
way.   

 
SIOBHAN BENNETT:  In truth, we’ve had 30 years to fix immigration reform.  

We haven’t and it’s taken us an executive order to get the job done.   
 



RINA SHAH:  I, like many, agree that the immigration system we have here is 
broken.  And it’s time for reform, but this isn’t real reform.  This is a political move, I 
agree with that.  And I don’t think it does much for middle class families.   

 
MS. ERBE:  Well, there are lots of Democrats who are asking Republicans, 

saying, you know, you are the family values party, why don’t you want to keep families 
together?   

 
MS. WOOD:  I don’t think there’s anybody who wants to separate families.  

That’s not the issue.  The issue is why are we implementing policies that in some cases 
are asking families to risk the lives of their children by trying to get them across the 
border.  We all saw that over the course of the past summer.  I actually went down to 
McAllen, Texas.  It was not all families coming across that border together.  A lot of 
people were sending their children on their own.  A lot of them were young men coming 
across by themselves.  And again, there are many immigrant families in this country who 
are – they may live here, but they’re trying to get their mother here legally or they’re 
trying to get a son here legally.  And they’re in line right now.  President Obama 
basically just put five million ahead of them.  And I think that’s wrong.   

 
DEL. NORTON:  Well, they’re here.  And the issue for the president is what do 

you do with families who are here that are being torn apart by the delay in immigration 
reform?  And if you doubt that they are families, you ought to look at where the pressure 
was coming from.  It was pressure from families who are here, who – 

 
MS. ERBE:  Families meaning – do you mean mothers and children, or – I mean, 

are – 
 
DEL. NORTON:  This is not – there is a deadline – you cannot come and claim 

the president’s executive order.  So it’s not about drawing more people here and any 
similarity to what happened in Central America this summer is not apropos.  So this was 
driven by families over and over again picketing, coming to the White House, coming to 
the Congress.  And it was driven also by the fact that everybody who is wide-awake 
knows that the Republican House in which I serve is not about to bring immigration 
reform to the House of Representatives this Congress or any Congress they control.  
Somebody had to answer these families and the president did it.       

 
MS. SHAH:  Well, the People’s House is the People’s House and I have to say, 

you know, I understand the mother who’s come here to escape strife in her nation and 
she’s working hard to make a life for her and her children.  My father escaped a dictator 
in Uganda and he came here with nothing, $8 and two parents to take care of, elderly.  
And he managed to build it all on his own.  My mother immigrated here in 1980.  My 
father was 71.  He immigrated in 1971.  My mother was 1980, different years, right?  But 
they immigrated here legally.  I take great offense to five million people, no matter how 
small a segment of those living here, being undocumented and being able to be now law 
abiding citizens, when they’ve broken rules no matter what.   

 



MS. BENNETT:  I think we’re all ignoring the central issue here.  We have an 
emergency in our hands.  We have – what percentage is it – of children in the United 
States who are currently in schools, come from families that are undocumented.  We have 
a crisis on our hands and per Representative Holmes point, and she lives this every day 
on the floor, there isn’t going to be any legislation past anytime soon.  I for one think 
Obama was very brave in sticking his neck out and saying, we got to fix this.   

 
MS. WOOD:  I have a question.  I would – 
 
MS. ERBE:  I just have a – when Democrats say, we got to fix it, don’t they really 

mean we’ve got to give legal residency or permits or something to people who are here 
without considering if there’re other options?   

 
MS. BENNETT:  Well, I think – 
 
DEL. NORTON:  What other options, to the people who are here?   
 
MS. ERBE:  I mean, asking people who are here illegally to leave.   
 
DEL. NORTON:  Oh, please, Romney tried that.  The fact is that these are people 

who have been here often for 10 and 15 years.  Nobody – even the most far right wing 
Republican that says we ought to round them up and try to find where they are and get 
them kicked off – 

 
MS. WOOD:  Nobody’s sending anybody home right now.  This is a – this is part 

of the problem.  And here’s the reality.  If there’s a real crisis, what is the crisis?  I mean, 
nobody’s being sent home right now.  This president, I know, he claims he’s deported 
more people than others, but it’s not – he counts the numbers by who he turned away at 
the border.  Internal deportations are down to the lowest number since the 1970s.   

 
MS. ERBE:  You are saying nobody’s sending anybody home.   
 
(Cross talk.)   
 
MS. ERBE:  I thought Tea Party is – I thought Tea – right, but I thought the 

whole Tea Party is an anti-immigration reform people – 
 
MS. WOOD:  Want more people to be sent back – 
 
(Cross talk.)   
 
MS. ERBE:  – half million sent back.   
 
MS. WOOD:  I agree, but my point is when we say there’s a crisis, what’s a 

crisis?  These children are going to school.  Many of these people are working.  We know 
that – their numbers in the labor force – 



 
MS. BENNETT:  But they’re doing it – 
 
MS. WOOD:  Well, but hold on.  And – but to say there’s a crisis, the same crisis 

existed six years ago, when President Obama came into office, had a Congress controlled 
by Democrats, a House controlled by Democrats, and did nothing on this issue.  He’s 
waited six years because he wanted to do some other things.  He waited until after an 
election.  He is going around the people.  He is going around their elected representatives, 
and that is absolutely unconstitutional.   

 
DEL. NORTON:  He’s not going around anything.   
 
MS. BENNETT:  He’s using a tool that any president can use in a situation like 

this.  And I say it’s a crisis when you have this many – we talk about millions of – 
 
MS. WOOD:  But they were here a year ago and there was no crisis – 
 
MS. BENNETT:  – finish my thought.   
 
MS. WOOD:  – five years ago.  There was no crisis.   
 
MS. BENNETT:  This has been – this is the crisis of the boiling frog, right?  

You’re in the cold water.  You turn the heat up slowly, the frog never jumps out.  If the 
water’s hot, the frog jumps right out.  This is a boiling frog crisis.  It’s been going on for 
30 years.  We’ve had – we’ve gotten to no place legislatively with this and action needs 
to be taken.  It doesn’t mean it’s perfect.  It doesn’t mean other things shouldn’t happen.  
But we have to start somewhere.   

 
MS. WOOD:  But his action is to give people amnesty and not to fix the problem 

called the border that’s allowed it to get worse and worse.   
 
MS. ERBE:  What about, what – well, I mean, border is one thing, but the other 

thing is that many people who are here illegally came over on legal tours – 
 
MS. WOOD:  On visas and – 
 
(Cross talk.)   
 
MS. WOOD:  That’s right.   
 
MS. ERBE:  And student visas.  So I mean, it’s not – you know, when we talk 

about border – 
 
MS. WOOD:  But you got to enforce that stuff.   
 



MS. ERBE:  – we make it look like it’s all Hispanics we’re talking about.  And 
we’re not.  We’re talking about – 

 
MS. BENNETT:  Everybody.   
 
MS. ERBE:  – Eastern Europeans, Asians, everybody.  But what – why is it that 

the House – why don’t the Republicans in the House come up with a bill and at least offer 
it?   

 
DEL. NORTON:  Okay, let’s understand what they’ve done to themselves.  They 

had, in 2010, the majority of the state legislatures.  They not only gerrymandered 
themselves, they uber-gerrymandered themselves into 75 percent white districts.  So there 
is not only no incentive, they think that there is a payback if they, in fact, move.  So 
they’re not going to move.  You can’t tell me they’re going to move.  You know they 
don’t move.   

 
MS. WOOD:  No, they’re not going to move the bill that you want –   
 
DEL. NORTON:  No, wait a minute, they’re not going to move – 
 
MS. WOOD:  – and the president wants. 
 
DEL. NORTON:  – any bill.   
 
MS. WOOD:  But that doesn’t mean they’re not going to move – 
 
(Cross talk.)   
 
DEL. NORTON:  They’re not going to move any bill.  The Senate passed a bill.  

They could have moved a piece of a bill.  They could have moved – they could have 
moved a version of that bill.  They didn’t do it and they didn’t do it for the structural 
reasons I have just indicated.   

 
MS. WOOD:  I can tell you why.   
 
DEL. NORTON:  That’s a structural reason and – that’ll be a lesson to all of us, 

both parties are better when both parties are diverse.   
 
MS. ERBE:  Quickly.   
 
MS. WOOD:  They did not move that bill because they knew even if they did a 

part of the bill, it would go back to the Senate, and the Senate would add an amnesty, 
which is exactly what Democrats and what the president wanted.  That’s why they can’t 
do it – 

 
DEL. NORTON:  They can’t add anything – 



 
MS. WOOD:  And most Americans don’t want to – 
 
DEL. NORTON:  – that the conference doesn’t agree upon.  The conference has 

to vote on it.   
 
MS. ERBE:  Let us know what you think.  Please follow me on Twitter 

@BonnieErbe or @TotheContrary.  From immigration to the accusations against Bill 
Cosby.   

 
More than a dozen women have accused comedian and actor Bill Cosby of sexual 

assault and rape, most of them including the claim he drugged them before the assaults.  
Most of these stories are decades old, one going back to 1969 and cannot be prosecuted 
because there’re statutes of limitations on sexual assault cases.  They vary from state to 
state.  California’s statute is 10 years in most cases, Pennsylvania 12, and Texas has a 
five-year statute of limitations, but there’s an exception if DNA evidence taken around 
the time of the alleged assault exists.  Then, there’s no such time limit.   

 
The Cosby case raises many questions, but chief among them may be should 

states abolish statutes of limitations on the crime of rape when there are none for murder?   
 
So we really want to look at the public policy implications of this case, not the 

gory details of who did what to whom.  So if we’re jumping maybe to conclusions that he 
is guilty as charged and you say that you don’t believe he is.   

 
MS. WOOD:  Well, no – I don’t know.  I mean, I wasn’t – 
 
MS. BENNETT:  None of us know. 
 
MS. WOOD:  – scenarios and it kind of came out of the blue.  Honestly, it wasn’t 

– these are not stories I had followed in the past and I am surprised just based on who we 
all thought Bill Cosby was, that this kind of thing would occur.  That said, I mean, to the 
point of statute of limitations, well, this is a state-by-state issue, as you just pointed out.  
Some states have long number of years, others don’t.  I do think we have to keep in mind 
– 

 
MS. ERBE:  But there’s none on murder.   
 
MS. WOOD:  There’s not.  And I do think – 
 
MS. ERBE:  Why should there be on rape then?   
 
MS. WOOD:  Maybe there shouldn’t be.  I’m not saying that it’s right that Texas 

only has a five-year statute, but I will say, I think we have to be very careful, the reason 
there are statute of limitations on anything is because sometimes, a lot of times, people 
are innocent, even though they’re accused of bad things.  And how long over the course 



of someone’s life should somebody be able to keep coming back and accusing somebody 
year after year for something.   

 
MS. ERBE:  I thought it was because of, after so many years, the evidence – 
 
MS. BENNETT:  Evidentiary – 
 
(Cross talk.)   
 
MS. ERBE:  – the witnesses die, all that sort of thing.   
 
DEL. NORTON:  And that’s probably more true of evidence of this kind than 

there is a murder.  It’s – this is, you know, this is – 
 
MS. ERBE:  I mean, isn’t – I’m sorry, but isn’t there a sexist attitude toward 

putting a statute – 
 
DEL. NORTON:  Undoubtedly.   
 
MS. ERBE:  – a statute of limitations on rape but not on murder?   
 
DEL. NORTON:  Perhaps because, remember, all of these laws were made at a 

time when sexism was rife.  But I agree with you.  We’d have to look very carefully at 
when we lift the statute of limitations.  You know, my first, my first thought is why not?  
If you can prove it, why not?  But they – 

 
MS. ERBE:  And Texas has this interesting exception which says if there’s DNA 

evidence, then – 
 
MS. WOOD:  Then it’s taken back.   
 
MS. ERBE:  – you can bring it 25 years later.  And not even California, you 

know, or the more liberal states have that.   
 
DEL. NORTON:  Yeah.  So – and here’s where we need to look at if we lift it 

here, should we lift it in other places.  And if the reason for it was sexist in the first place, 
that was good reason to lift it.  But you’d want lawyers and constitutional scholars to take 
a good look at it.  The DNA evidence, it seems to me, well, maybe if there’s DNA 
evidence about almost anything, the statute of limitations should be lifted.  So we want to 
be careful, but rape – this comes up at a time when rape is, of all the crimes being 
discussed in this country, perhaps at the foremost.  So it couldn’t come up at a worse time 
for Bill Cosby and I must say a more tragic time, but perhaps the best time because we 
are considering these issues now when they are particularly ripe.   

 
MS. SHAH:  Social media really exposed this, I think, because I have to tell you.  

I think the media was complicit in this.  There are hard and seasoned editors who said we 



won’t take this against Bill Cosby, not a man of his stature.  We don’t want to try the line 
of – 

 
MS. ERBE:  Editors or prosecutors?   
 
MS. SHAH:  Oh, editors – 
 
MS. ERBE:  Because I saw the prosecutor in Philadelphia talked about it.  He 

believed that there was something done there, but he just didn’t think there was enough to 
take it to a jury.   

 
MS. SHAH:  Well, media editors because we haven’t seen it come out at top of 

page now.  You see it everywhere right now.  It’s trending hugely largely because of 
social media and people saying we’ve got to lift this story to the public eye.   

 
MS. ERBE:  So should young women then be pushing for an end to statute of 

limitations on rape?   
 
MS. BENNETT:  Well, if we look at laws as a mechanism to help address wrongs 

to victim, right, there is no crime that creates more damage to an individual than rape.  It 
affects on a spiritual level.  It affects on a physical level.  It affects on an emotional level.  
It affects on a psychological level.  And I think there absolutely should be no statute of 
limitations on rape at all.  And it should be looked and in a way it would be helpful for 
rape to be looked at in that very serious manner.  I think it would help women report it 
more.  It would help beef up prosecution when it happens.  So I think absolutely it’s a 
great example of where statute of limitations is not appropriate.   

 
MS. ERBE:  Your thoughts.   
 
MS. WOOD:  Well, I just, I just – I look at this and I say, you know, but what if 

somebody waits 20 years to come forward and they’ve got no evidence beyond.  I just 
decide today to bring it up.  I mean – 

 
MS. ERBE:  At that point, a prosecutor is going to do the same thing the guy in 

Philadelphia did and say I can’t get this past to a jury.  But – 
 
MS. WOOD:  Well, hopefully so, but not always.  
 
MS. ERBE:  – knowing now – and by the way, I don’t even think there were rape 

kits back in the – readily available as there are today.   
 
MS. SHAH:  At the time that he was accused of this.   
 
MS. ERBE:  So now, a woman gets raped, she goes to a police station.  She gets 

the physical evidence taken.  Maybe she doesn’t want to press charges, for whatever 
reason, but 20 years later she has a psychological revelation and she wants to, why not?   



 
MS. SHAH:  These survivors compartmentalize this stuff.  They do.  And as 

somebody who hasn’t been through this kind of thing, I don’t know, but I’m hearing 
details and reading these.  And people are saying, you know, it was really hurtful.  I hurt 
myself because of what I went through and had to be silent.   

 
MS. ERBE:  Last word.   
 
MS. BENNETT:  Having been a person who has been through it and surmounted 

it, I can tell you right now, you do compartmentalize it.  And you’re only ready when 
you’re ready to come forward.  And look at the situation that the Catholic Church has 
been going through for many decades now.  Perfect example of why statute of limitations 
should absolutely be lifted for this.   

 
MS. ERBE:  All right.  Behind the headlines, the theme of “Ms. Magazine’s” 

Wonder Awards this year was grassroots activism.  One of the major focuses was the 
work young women were doing to fight campus rape.   

 
(Begin video segment.)   
 
MS. ERBE:  “Ms. Magazine” gave out its Wonder Awards in celebration of its 

42nd year in publication.  The top issue for women, according to “Ms. Magazine” co-
founder, Gloria Steinem, is violence against women, particularly on campus.   

 
GLORIA STEINEM:  I think violence against women is a big issue for everybody 

of every age really.  And with the new understanding of how much sexual assault there is 
on campus, that one in five women has been sexually assaulted on campus, it’s clearly a 
huge, huge, and growing concern.   

 
ELEANOR SMEAL:  The young women don’t want to put up with it anymore, 

period.  And a lot of young men don’t, either.  So there’s now tremendous activity.  Last 
time I checked, over 10,000 complaints have been registered with the Civil Rights 
Division of the Department of Education.  Schools now are treating it, universities are 
treating it more seriously.  They got to get on it and treat it even more seriously because 
it’s still ruining lives.   

 
MS. ERBE:  Several women received awards for their roles in the fight against 

sexual assault on campus, including Emma Sulkowicz, who started the Cary That Weight 
campaign.  The Columbia University student carried a mattress with her for nine months 
as both a piece of performance art in solidarity with survivors of campus rape and as a 
protest against colleges’ lax response.   

 
EMMA SULKOWICZ:  Ever since I was assaulted, I’ve been trying to make 

sense out of my situation.  How do you distill meaning from drama?  Developing 
mattress performance was only part of the job.  Alone, I am just an art student carrying a 
mattress.  Together, however, we create our work that transforms.   



 
MS. ERBE:  Farah Tanis of Black Women’s Blueprint founded her group to fight 

sexual assault at historically black colleges and universities.   
 
FARAH TANIS:  Thank you for allowing us to be seen.  We know how important 

that is.  (Applause.)   
 
MS. ERBE:  And Andrea Pino started End Rape on Campus after her rape at the 

University of North Carolina forced her to drop out.   
 
ANDREA PINO:  Unlike many of you in this room, I still don’t have my 

Bachelor’s degree and I will be turning 23 in February.  And my family still doesn’t 
know why.   

 
MS. ERBE:  Is it possible to eliminate rape on college campuses?  Steinem has a 

clear answer.   
 
MS. STEINEM:  Of course it’s possible to end it.  And it takes humanizing 

masculinity.  I mean, right now, men, through no fault of theirs get born into a culture 
that tells them that they have to dominate and even, in some cases, be violent in order to 
be real men.  And some men, a few men, get hooked on it, like a drug.  You know, and 
they feel they can’t function or be themselves or be what they’re supposed to be unless 
they’re being aggressive and even violent.   

 
So we – just as we transform the idea of femininity into humanity, we need to 

transform the idea of masculinity into humanity.  So we understand that women and men 
are linked not ranked.   

 
(End video segment.)   
 
MS. ERBE:  So first of all, I covered that event this week and I thought the 

statement of the woman doing the work of HBCUs was so powerful, just being 
recognized meant so much to them.  And that this is a problem that is not – you know, 
even the president talked about ending rape on campus.  Did he go into detail about 
HBCUs?  No.  So – but with this kind of exposure, do you think these women will be 
able to – 

 
DEL. NORTON:  Yeah, but he shouldn’t have gone into detail about HBCUs 

because this is rampant on campuses throughout.  And why is it rampant?  Because 
women have not been seen.  It’s interesting.  We talked about rape in the last segment.  
And we’re talking about it again because more and more women are understanding that 
this is a crime committed in private.  And unless you’re willing to take off the privacy 
veil, it will continue to be committed.  Such – the exposure cannot be more important.   

 
MS. ERBE:  But – I asked Gloria Steinem – we’ll use more of the interview for 

Women’s History Month – but I asked her if it’s possible that – why is that so many 



women are coming out now and reporting having been sexually abused and traumatized.  
In my day, this – when I was on college, 40 years ago, this wasn’t going on.  And my 
friends didn’t talk to me about it.  So, you know – 

 
MS. WOOD:  Rape wasn’t going on or – 
 
MS. ERBE:  No, well – 
 
MS. SHAH:  Reporting.   
 
MS. ERBE:  – talking about it or reporting it.  And it is an issue like it is now.  

And I asked Steinem, is that because there’s more of it now or it just was, you know, it 
was closed off back then.   

 
MS. SHAH:  I have to say I’m proud of the work of these young women on 

college campuses right now starting these nonprofits and these initiatives because I was 
in college less than a decade ago and it was still tough then.  I was a women’s studies 
minor, if that tells you anything, so I was a bit more empowered.  I’d walk around 
campus, see these women with signs saying don’t be quite anymore.  You’re a victim, let 
people know.  There were services.  But I’ll be darned if I was going to go report if I’ve 
been violated sexually.  I would not.   

 
MS. ERBE:  You wouldn’t have?   
 
MS. SHAH:  For fear of just being exposed.  It was something shameful.  And I 

think it’s a cultural issue, too.  I grew up in a culture, first generation, my parents came 
from an Indian background, you don’t talk about things like sex in public, especially 
when you’ve been violated in private.  You deal with it privately.  And I’m so glad that 
women now are feeling empowered because the society we live in, today in the USA, 
girls like me feel like we’re not going to take it anymore.  It’s hurt us in every way, so 
we’re not going to be silent.  We’re going to get at our attacker.   

 
MS. BENNETT:  Beautiful words.  You know, having been – 
 
MS. ERBE:  By the way, I want to say – right – Steinem said – I said, do we 

know whether there’s more of it or – she said, nobody knows.  Nobody really knows.   
 
MS. BENNETT:  Which tells its own story, which tells its own story.  I think in 

truth, having been at the receiving end of unfortunate rape, having been at the receiving 
end of sexual abuse, having been at the receiving end of trafficking, having gone to 
college, I think what we’re dealing with is colleges need to embrace their very important 
pivotal role in advancing women.  There was a day when all of the institutions across 
America that exist today, most of them, did not even accept women.  What do we have 
today?  Almost – women are in the majority in most campuses across the country.  So 
now, what they need to do, the mechanism for ending this on campuses is for the 



campuses themselves to embrace this as something where they can make pivotal societal 
change and take it very seriously.  Do they right now?  Absolutely not.   

 
MS. ERBE:  You don’t think – now?   
 
MS. BENNETT:  No, they don’t, no.   
 
MS. ERBE:  You know, I’m not talking about a year ago because – 
 
MS. BENNETT:  No, no, no.   
 
MS. ERBE:  – so much has changed in a year.   
 
MS. BENNETT:  No, I’m telling you.   
 
MS. ERBE:  You think some young – 
 
MS. BENNETT:  I was a faculty wife for eight years, all right, and still have very 

close work that I do with colleges.  Colleges may have Ellie Smeal organizations, 
feminist majorities on campus.  There may be other, you know, small organizations that 
are going on, that are led by these wonderful young women, but in truth, it is not top of 
agenda for any college, even the women’s colleges, to look at sexual abuse, to take a 
bleeding edge decisive societally changing role.  But if they did, there’d be massive 
powerful beneficial outcomes of that.  And so I really hope they would do that.   

 
MS. ERBE:  What’s the benefit to ignoring it?   
 
MS. WOOD:  Well, I – but I will say, I think sometimes, campaigns like this one 

goes on and you celebrate these women coming out, which is wonderful, but that can 
mask doing anything about it because it looks like we’re doing something.  We’re giving 
these people a platform.  The goal would be that these women never need a platform 
again, right?  That’s the goal.  And so I would love to see more focus on what are we 
going to do to stop it, whether it’s a campus or anywhere else for that matter.  Not all 
young people are in college.  They’re all over the place.   

 
DEL. NORTON:  That’s exactly what’s leading to the action from the 

administration, where they’re now exposing the names of these colleges and universities 
because women have come out.  If they hadn’t come out, I don’t think you would have 
such decisive action.   

 
MS. ERBE:  And I want to say one final thing.  I’m a Columbia alumna and I love 

my university, but I’m really ashamed of what happened with that young arts student.  
That’s it for this edition.  Please follow me on Twitter and visit our website 
pbs.org/tothecontrary.  And whether you agree or think to the contrary, see you next 
week.   

 



(END) 
 


