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MS. ERBE:  A new book claims female interrogators at the U.S. prison camp in 

Guantanamo Bay are torturing Islamic detainees using sex appeal to try to break them 

down.  Is this progress for civilian and service women in the military? 

 

MS. NATIVIDAD:  If there's failure at the top of the military chain of command, 

why should soldiers who happen to be female behave any differently? 

 

MS. BERNARD:  To paraphrase Mark Twain, a lie travels around the world in 

the time it takes the truth to put its shoes on.  Let's wait and see if these allegations are 

true. 

 

MS. REDD:  All's fair in love and war.  But since when does sexuality become 

torture.  I thought the goal was to punish, not to tease. 

 

MS. HAYS:  It looks like our female interrogators are watching too much of the 

Spike Channel.  This report is bad, if true. 

 

(Musical break.) 

 

MS. ERBE:  Hello, I'm Bonnie Erbe.  Welcome to To The Contrary, a discussion 

of news and social trends from a variety of women's perspectives.  This week, short 

skirts, thongs and Islamic Guantanamo detainees.  A new book exposes how U.S. female 

interrogators are using sex and humiliation against Islamic detainees being held at 

Guantanamo.  Then, some states are toughening up divorce laws.  Behind the headlines, 

it's Black History Month and we celebrate the life of Shirley Chisholm, the first woman 

to run for the Democratic Presidential Nomination. 

 

Up first, female interrogators.  A new book by a former U.S. Army Sergeant 

exposes the military's controversial practice of using female interrogators in Guantanamo 

Bay to try to get information from suspected terrorists.  In a draft manuscript which the 

Pentagon classified as secret pending review, civilian and military female interrogators 

are portrayed as wearing short skirts and thongs, using graphically inappropriate physical 

contact, and in one case even smearing fake menstrual blood on a detainee to try to get 

them to break down and to talk.  These sexual tactics are supposed to play against 

detainees supposedly deeply-held Islamic beliefs.  Twenty percent of Guantanamo guards 

are women, but the number of women participating in the interrogations is not yet known. 

 

So, using these kinds of tactics, Irene Natividad, is this progress for women? 

 

MS. NATIVIDAD:  It's not a question of progress.  The female soldiers report to 

higher ups who clearly condone or told them to do it.  It doesn't make it right.  But clearly 

they were also following orders. 

 

MS. ERBE:  But if men use everything from electrical shocks on men's private 

parts, if they tortured, we can't think of anything more horrible than the kind of torture 

men inflict on men.  What's so bad about touching them inappropriately. 



 

MS. HAYS:  Well, look, we don't know that this originates higher up.  We don't 

even know for sure that this is happening.  But, if it's happening, it's very, very bad. 

 

MS. ERBE:  The military is reviewing 500 videos. 

 

MS. HAYS:  It's reviewing 500 videos, and if it's happening, it's very, very bad.  

One thing I do want to say, most of the people at Guantanamo are low level people.  

They're little fish.  They came from Afghanistan.  There's probably not much more that 

we need from them.  So this is just prurient sex-drenched bad behavior.  On the other 

hand --  

 

MS. ERBE:  Well, one of them trained -- I mean, the allegation is anyway an 

Osama bin Laden devotee took air flight lessons in Arizona. 

 

MS. HAYS:  Well, I was just going to say, if you have a particular detainee who 

can give you information that will save the lives, let's say you've got kids on a school bus, 

you're trying to save them, I would say torture them. 

 

MS. NATIVIDAD:  But, you know what, we lost the high moral ground 

supposedly when you use tactics that put the prisoners to shame.  These are based on 

religious beliefs that have to do with not being touched by a woman.  So, you say, well, 

anything -- well, let me just say this, 9/11 gave the excuse for bending some rules in 

terms of interrogation.  That's the whole thesis behind Abu Ghraib.  That's why they 

behaved the way they did, some of the soldiers there.  So, clearly some of those bending 

of the rules also happened in this prison camp.  And so, it doesn't make us look any better 

when we don't treat the prisoners the way the Geneva Convention says to treat them. 

 

MS. HAYS:  The Geneva Conventions don't apply here, and we do have the 

moral high ground.  Charles Grainer is going to prison for 10 years.  We've got the moral 

high ground.  No, this shouldn't happen.  I've said this shouldn't happen.  But -- and if it 

does happen, it should be dark and unknown, and a particularly vicious prisoner who has 

information.  But this doesn't work also, I don't think. 

 

MS. REDD:  Right.  Say this is in effect, are we going to really achieve our goals 

with this?  I don't really see -- torture is about getting people to say things by pushing 

them to your limit.  I'm not quite sure smearing fake menstrual blood on someone's face 

is going to have the same effect as an electrical shock, is going to have the same effect as 

a man's blow. 

 

MS. NATIVIDAD:  We don't know that.  We don't know that. 

 

MS. BERNARD:  I'm going to like disagree with everybody here.  But I really 

have a hard time seeing just why this is just so horrific in terms of torture.  I understand 

it's unclean to be around a woman, but, you know, one of the allegations -- 

 



MS. ERBE:  In the Islamic and Orthodox Judaism, women are unclean when 

they're menstruating. 

 

MS. BERNARD:  I can't say that I understand that.  I'm sensitive to it.  But this 

allegation of one of the women military officers taking off her jacket, wearing a tight T-

shirt, and putting her hands through someone's hair, I just don't understand how that can 

just drive you over to the edge and it's just this horrible torture that we're all worried 

about, that we've somehow abrogated the rules of fair war. 

 

MS. ERBE:  Because if you are -- let me explain, and does this make it worse or 

better, I don't know.  But because when you're deeply religious, and these guys believe 

that they are whether we look at them and believe that they are is quite another -- or a 

very distorted view of religion, but they're sinning in the highest order against their will. 

 

MS. BERNARD:  It's a sin when you blow up 3,000 people and fly airplanes into 

the twin towers.  How do you balance -- 

 

MS. ERBE:  But not according to their version of how they interpret the Koran. 

 

MS. HAYS:  We obviously don't want to engage in religious torture. 

 

MS. ERBE:  But that's what it is. 

 

MS. HAYS:  I would say, I think what's going on here is something else entirely.  

It's sick, perverted behavior. 

 

MS. NATIVIDAD:  Yes, I agree with you. 

 

MS. BERNARD:  What we now know is that women are just as sick as men. 

 

MS. HAYS:  Kinder, gentler women, no.  If we thought we would improve the 

military, no. 

 

MS. REDD:  You have to remember, it's not even just about these tortures, it's 

about the aftermath.  These are these people's ideas of what democracy is.  If we're trying 

to impose our ideals of how they should behave in their countries on, this is not the way.  

They're going to go back, women's rights are going to be even more --  

 

MS. NATIVIDAD:  It's not even that.  They're going to go back and really now 

hating, if they were just lowly whatever, we've given them recruits for a potential suicide 

bomber.  I mean, we're supposed to show them the right way.  Indeed, the president has 

said, we're showing them democracy, and democracy in its highest forms treats means 

prisoners according to certain established international rules. 

 

MS. ERBE:  But how can you torture and so somebody the right way? 

 



MS. BERNARD:  Exactly. 

 

MS. NATIVIDAD:  We were supposed to be not torturing, that was the whole 

point.  And also the fact that they assigned specifically female guards, or female 

interrogators clearly showed that they knew that those were not things that you should do 

to a Muslim prisoner. 

 

MS. HAYS:  These are not budding democrats in Guantanamo.  And if we have 

done something wrong, if we have tortured them, believe me, they're going to the clinker. 

 

MS. ERBE:  Let's pose this question.  We all saw the pictures at Abu Ghraib, you 

know, dogs attacking them, prisoners on leashes.  What's worse, that or having a woman 

rub herself against you? 

 

MS. HAYS:  It seems to me that if what we're saying is true, if, if, if, it's pretty 

much like Abu Ghraib, and somebody will go to prison quite rightly. 

 

MS. REDD:  It's about the long-term.  Torturing with dogs, electric shock, that is 

universally offensive.  I'm talking about the cultural implications that we will have in 

trying to repair in the future, and that's what's problematic. 

 

MS. NATIVIDAD:  It's also about the system of law that we have in the United 

States that is highly respected around the world.  Do we change the rules when they are 

potential terrorists that we want to interrogate?  Are we supposedly to be better because 

we're free? 

 

MS. ERBE:  I don't know, but I'm going on to the next topic.  From interrogation 

to divorce. 

 

The debate over traditional marriage has caused several states to rethink liberal 

divorce laws.  Utah is considering repealing its no fault law which allows filing for 

divorce without cause.  The Georgia legislature is considering a bill to extend the waiting 

period for divorce from 30 days to four months, six months for couples with children.  

Three states now offer the choice of covenant marriages where the couple agrees to 

divorce only in cases of abuse, adultery or imprisonment of one of the spouses.  

Proponents of these new measures claim no fault divorce has led to an increase in divorce 

rates.  But supporters of no fault divorce say these laws helped reduce violence against, 

and suicide among women.  Many point to premarital counseling and marriage 

preparation classes as the solution.  Advocates report 30 to 50 percent reductions in 

divorce rates when couples are counseled before, not after, marriage. 

 

So, Charlotte Hays, this whole thing seems to me to make it tougher to get 

divorces is looking at this problem bass ackwards, it should be tougher to get married, 

really make couples think, wait, work through all the financial problems, the loss of the 

romance, all that kind of thing that happens in most marriages, before they get married, 



not when they're married, hating each other, somebody has done something horrible to 

the other one and trying to force them to stay together. 

 

MS. HAYS:  Well, I think our problem with marriage happens because people go 

into it without a sense of the gravity of the undertaking.  The real difficulty of the 

undertaking.  And I think churches and families, if they want to do counseling, that's 

great.  The state, what can it do, it can make it tougher to get a divorce.  No fault divorce 

is not treat marriage as if it's a foundational institution of our society, and we've got to do 

that or divorce rates aren't going down. 

 

MS. ERBE:  Well, why can the state not make it tougher to get married?  I mean, 

for example, opponents of abortion are imposing a waiting period for women who want 

to have abortions, why not impose a waiting period on a couple that wants to get married, 

and let them think about it? 

 

MS. HAYS:  Well, I don't have a big objection to that, but it seems to me that's 

the state intruding where it shouldn't.  Once you've made the commitment to be married, 

it seems to me you've made a civil contract, and in some cases a religious contract, and 

the state has a right to enter in.  But, hey, a lot of spur of the moment marriages work out 

well. 

 

MS. NATIVIDAD:  Well, you know, as someone who has been married for 30 

years, people make decisions when they're young, and then people change, their 

circumstances change, a crisis happens that creates stress on the marriage that you don't 

plan for.  I think, I mean, I don't think divorces are as casual as the numbers seem to 

indicate.  I have friends who have been divorced, both male and female, and those 

periods were very difficult times.  And it's not something that they go into and just say, 

okay, I'm finished, I'm done.  I don't think it is the place of the state, whether state 

government or federal government, to tell people when and not to get divorced.  But I do 

think they should make it tougher about getting married, I agree with you. 

 

MS. ERBE:  Is no fault divorce a bad idea?  It was a product of the '60s and '70s, 

however, other than that, if you don't have that, somebody has to go to court and say, he 

beat me, and that's why I'm leaving, or she cheated on me, and that's why I'm leaving. 

 

MS. HAYS:  No fault is a terrible idea because it doesn't treat marriage as 

something that has a great deal of gravity. 

 

MS. ERBE:  So, somebody should be publicly humiliated. 

 

MS. HAYS:  Listen, I'm the bring back stigma girl on this panel.  I'm not saying 

you want to put women in stocks, or men, because it's often the man's fault.  Listen, I'm 

the child of divorce, and my mother was not shunned, thank God, but I do believe there 

should be a stigma, a little bitty stigma, enough to deter. 

 



MS. REDD:  I think no fault divorce is very important.  Coming from someone 

who hasn't ever been married, and doesn't plan on it for a little while at least, I'm actually 

in a relationship where his parents have been together for 30 years, and they're a huge 

team, whereas my father died when I was four.  So, I grew up in a single parent 

household.  Now, together, we're great, because he knows what it's like to be on a team, 

so he helps me to learn.  We've got this generation of people my age who most of them 

they've never seen a functional family.  So, of course, the divorce rate is going to be high.  

I'm a huge fan of counseling, if not made mandatory, I think it should be made accessible 

and affordable, because if people could afford counseling, chances are they'll take it.  

They want to have a happy marriage, they want to have a happy life and relationship. 

 

MS. ERBE:  Couples getting married in the Catholic Church usually get 

counseled beforehand. 

 

MS. BERNARD:  In my church, in the Episcopalian Church, you get counseled, 

you get counseling ahead of time also, but the cat is sort of out of the bag.  Divorce rates 

are sky high.  I don't think they're going to -- I don’t think we're going to see a significant 

decrease in them.  And I respectfully disagree with my colleague here, Charlotte, the state 

doesn't allow people to get married who are related to one another, the state screens for 

other types of sexually transmitted diseases before you get married, and I think -- 

 

MS. ERBE:  And genetic. 

 

MS. BERNARD:  Exactly.  And maybe we are doing ourselves a disservice by 

not making it a little bit more difficult to get married, or at least force you to really think 

very hard about the commitment you're making, because once you get into a bad 

marriage, whether it's for reasons of sexual violence, or other types of abuse, it's hard to 

get out. 

 

MS. REDD:  That's exactly right.  But someone once said to me, you know, a 

good marriage is one where both people don't fall out of love at the same time. 

 

MS. NATIVIDAD:  Marriage is a legal as well as a religious contract in some 

religions.  Here's the deal, it's going to take more than legislation to stop the divorce rate.  

There's got to be cultural change, there's got to be the community.  This is just one 

instrument. 

 

MS. ERBE:  If Eleanor Smeal, head of the Feminist Majority, were here, she 

would say what she has said on prior shows, popularity of marriage is dying all over the 

world.  It's not just the United States, but the divorce rates are going up, and single 

motherhood, unwed motherhood is going up around the world. 

 

MS. HAYS:  I think you just put it in a nutshell, feminists, marriage declining, 

good.  Traditionalists, marriage declining, bad. 

 



MS. ERBE:  On that simplistic note, I want to take you back to one thing, you 

mentioned about the government's interest in what is on some level anyway private 

personal decisions between a man and a woman.  But you say it's okay to delay it a little 

bit, but they should make it tougher to get divorced.  If states make it much tougher to get 

divorced, isn't government intrusion on one of the most personal decisions you'll ever 

make? 

 

MS. HAYS:  No.  I think it's the government saying, this is an institution that 

society values.  Feminists may not, but society does.  And let's make it -- I think if people 

go into marriage knowing it's hard to get out of, they'll think about it more carefully, and 

I really think it should be. 

 

MS. NATIVIDAD:  I don't think I'm going to let you get away with the statement 

that feminists don't value marriage.  I am a feminist, proud of it, and I am proud of 

marriage as an institution.  So, don't make simplistic assumptions like that, it's not right.  

We care about it, but we are not the ones that are creating a culture where it does make it 

easier to break up.  When you delay divorces, for instance, there are occasions where that 

could be life threatening.  In fact, you may need that legal sanctioning in order to get 

away from a bad marriage that's killing you. 

 

MS. ERBE:  All right.  And this discussion is not killing anybody, but we do have 

to move on. 

 

Behind the headlines, To The Contrary observes Black History Month with a 

tribute to former U.S. Representative Shirley Chisholm who died last month.  She was 

the first woman to run for a major party presidential nomination, and the first black 

Congresswoman. 

 

Shola Lynch directed Chisholm '72:  Unbought and Unboxed, which will debut 

nationally on PBS' POV series February 7th.  She explains how her program brings to life 

not just Chisholm's significance to African-Americans and to women, but how 

Chisholm's life was more than simply a bout of firsts. 

 

MS. LYNCH:  I had taken history classes, women's studies classes, political 

science classes, black studies classes in college, and she's kind of mentioned in passing.  

And so I had no idea of kind of who she was other than the phrase, the first black woman 

elected to Congress.  And her birthday was announced on NPR.  I thought, wow, she's 

still alive, that's kind of cool.  And this light bulb went off in my head.  Wow, she's still 

alive.  And it led me back to some of the books, her books, and I read about her run for 

Congress, and then I rediscovered, which I couldn't have told you about, her run for the 

Democratic nomination for president.  And it's like sometimes with history we have 

amnesia, and she's been kind of clipped out.  And don't say on purpose or maliciously, 

but it made me very curious to know more about the story, so excited that she was still 

with us at the time to help tell the story. 

 



So, one of the joys in making this documentary was discovering, one, she had 

policy; two, she had political strategy; three, what she didn't have was, as she liked to 

say, the moolah, and to be able to pull a more dimensional story together capturing 

hopefully her spirit and her humor in the documentary. 

 

MS. ERBE:  So, how did you end up meeting Congresswoman Chisholm? 

 

MS. LYNCH:  I sent her a letter.  She ignored it.  I sent her another letter, this 

time I followed up with a phone call.  Oh, no, no, I'm retired.  I don't have time.  No, no, 

no.  I said, okay, this sounds like a bad time.  Let me call you, I'd like to have the chance 

to talk to you at least.  And this kept on.  But the time of the fourth or fifth time, she 

knew who I was, she knew what it was about.  I had been sending her chocolates 

periodically, the whole courting process had begun.  And I called, and she said, oh, hello, 

dear.  And I didn't allow her to say anything else.  I filibustered her about why I thought 

this was an important documentary to make.  And I was so nervous I can't remember 

exactly what I said, but something along the lines of, woman, this is not about you, or for 

you, this is for future generations.  If you don't tell your story, if we don't tell our stories, 

they're going to evaporate into thin air.  And then who is going to tell them?  And I think 

it tapped into the teacher in her. 

 

MS. ERBE:  Does her importance go beyond the fact she was the first woman to 

run for president, the first African-American woman in Congress? 

 

MS. LYNCH:  Yes.  I think her importance definitely goes beyond being a first, 

because it is her spirit, in politics and beyond, and I think it's her spirit of not waiting for 

opportunities to be given to her, but to creating opportunities for herself.  I mean, taking 

advantage of the changes in time and history that allowed her to run.  Even her run for 

president, most people see it as very symbolic, she wanted to change the face of who we 

thought the president could be.  But the woman had strategy, she had political strategy.  

Instead of going with her hat in her hand and saying, oh, we really should support 

women's rights, we really should support civil rights, she would have leverage, political 

leverage, and currency.  And so this has kind of gotten lost in the two dimensional media 

portrayal of her as fighting, angry Shirley Chisholm. 

 

MS. ERBE:  What's her legacy, what's her lasting impact? 

 

MS. LYNCH:  Look at Congress, there are far more women, there are far more 

people of color, and Mrs. C., as we affectionately call her, was part of the previous league 

in the chain of progress.  She wants to be remembered as a woman who fought for change 

in the 20th Century.  Sometimes we have to take chances, and I think Mrs. Chisholm 

exemplifies that quintessentially American spirit of fight. 

 

MS. ERBE:  So, Michelle Bernard, is she appreciated and remembered and seen 

as a hero to young African-Americans today? 

 



MS. BERNARD:  I think so, absolutely.  How could you not love her?  I mean, I 

remember just reading about her as a child, and growing up, at least in my household, 

where my parents had us read books about African-American heroes.  Well, here was one 

of the first African-American heroes my parents gave me a book to read about that was 

actually living and breathing at the time.  We read about Harriet Tubman, and Sojourner 

Truth, and Frederick Douglass, but Shirley Chisholm was living at the time.  And to run 

for Congress the way she did, and stand up for the rights of her constituents in Congress 

was amazing.  To decide, I'm going to run for president despite the fact that a lot of 

feminists at the time thought that it was the wrong pathway to get some of the things that 

she was looking for, it was so courageous.  She was so elegant. 

 

MS. ERBE:  Why did they think it was the wrong pathway? 

 

MS. BERNARD:  My understanding is that they thought she was a spoiler, sort of 

the Ralph Nader of the Democratic Party in 1972, and didn't want her to go down that 

path, and she just said, now is the time.  And she did it. 

 

MS. NATIVIDAD:  I was privileged to have been nominated for my second term 

by Shirley Chisholm. 

 

MS. ERBE:  At the National Women's --  

 

MS. NATIVIDAD:  At the National Women's Political Caucus.  And so she was a 

heroine beyond the African-American community.  I'm Asian-American, so I thought, 

my God, this was the biggest honor when she decided she would do that at one of our 

conventions.  She was one of my political mothers, and her impact extends beyond one 

particular community, it extends to all women.  She broke -- it wasn't -- 

 

MS. ERBE:  Is there anybody like that today? 

 

MS. NATIVIDAD:  No, because she was the first.  So, you spawn even more, and 

their weight is not as heavy as the first who did everything.  Running from her district 

wasn't easy, she had to fight, it was a predominantly black district, but there were men 

who were all ready to be tapped.  And so she had to tap those who were in charge to be 

the first black woman.  So, nothing ever came to her easily, and as with anything, we're 

like a disposable society, so you forget those who go before you.  So, I value this 

documentary because, she's right, if you don't tell the story, it didn't exist. 

 

MS. ERBE:  Is there anybody on this -- I mean, Carol Moseley-Braun was the 

first black woman in the Senate, she did run for president, does she come up to the level 

of a Shirley Chisholm in terms of leadership? 

 

MS. REDD:  It's hard.  It's such a high thing to try to reach towards.  What's so 

wonderful about Shirley is that she represented the pinnacle of respectability in politics.  

She wasn't a backstabber.  She wasn't out for something other than the greater good.  And 

she did this not just by talking about it, by learning by example.  You must remember that 



she visited George Wallace in the hospital.  We must remember that it was that that led 

him to help her gain votes for things that she wanted.  We must remember that it is her 

values that really is what democracy is all about. 

 

MS. HAYS:  She wanted to be remembered for her guts, and boy did she have 

them.  I don't want these assignments, I want something better.  I'll make everybody mad, 

but there is a woman who reminds me of her who has guts, and it's an African-American 

woman, and her name is Condoleezza Rice, different demeanor, but the same guts. 

 

MS. ERBE:  Interesting comparison.  That's it for this edition of To The Contrary. 

 

Next week, The Nanny Diaries authors talk to us about their new book.  Whether 

your views are in agreement or to the contrary, please join us next time, and we want to 

hear from you, write to us at ToTheContrary@PBS.org, or visit our PBS Online Web site 

at PBS.org. 

 

(End of program.) 

 


