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MS. ERBE:  This week on “To the Contrary,” up first, we remember better Betty 

Friedan and ask what remains of the women’s rights movement she launched?  Then, the 

debate over paying women to donate eggs for stem cell research.  Behind the headlines, 

playwright Eve Ensler challenges women to stop obsessing over their bodies and start 

changing the world. 

 

(Musical break.) 

 

MS. ERBE:  Hello.  I’m Bonnie Erbe.  Welcome to “To the Contrary,” a 

discussion of news and social trends from diverse perspectives.  Up first, the passing of 

Betty Friedan, the mother of the modern feminist movement, and women’s lives 40 years 

later.   

 

In her revolutionary book “The Feminine Mystique,” Betty Friedan wrote about 

her feelings as a dissatisfied housewife and launched second-wave feminism.  Since the 

book was first released in the 1960s, no one can say women’s lives haven’t changed.  

Women college graduates outnumber male college graduates.  Women-owned 

businesses, though much smaller generally than other businesses, are being launched at 

twice the rate.  And talk of a woman president is moving beyond primetime TV and 

toward reality.   

 

But have women’s home life burdens lessened in the past half century?  Some 

argue Friedan’s fight against the problem that has no name still exists at home where 

women shoulder the majority of the housework and child rearing.  Last week, President 

Bush signed a new budget which will cut childcare funds and toughen welfare rules for 

working mothers.  The president’s proposed budget plan slashes daycare subsidies to 

some 400,000 children over five years.  This has women’s rights advocates asking 

whether women’s needs, those of both stay-at-home and full-time working moms, are 

still considered second class. 

 

Congresswoman Norton, are federal childcare subsidies the answer or should 

women get the men in their lives to crack down and start doing half the household chores, 

including daycare? 

 

MS. NORTON:  Oh, Bonnie, what subsidies?  The federal government doesn’t 

even subsidize most poor women who work every day and wish they had a husband. 

 

MS. CZARNECKI:  I think a better answer in our time starved lives is for us to 

have a realistic picture of what can and should be done in a 24-hour period. 

 

MS. BEYER:  I’m all for federal subsidies of childcare.  It’s time we stopped 

talking about family values, and helping working families. 

 

MS. BERNARD:  Big government is never the answer.  We need a return to civil 

society, and husbands and families need to start helping. 

 



MS. BEYER:  Does yours? 

 

MS. BERNARD:  He does.  He’s never seen a piece of trash that he wants to pick 

up, but he’s very, very good with the kids.  And women have a responsibility to demand 

help with their children. 

 

MS. NORTON:  Well, I think one of the reasons you have this return home by 

many highly-educated women is that men clearly aren’t willing to take up their end of the 

barrel. 

 

MS. BEYER:  Well, that’s not what part of Friedan talked about. 

 

MS. NORTON:  Absolutely.  Absolutely. 

 

MS. BEYER:  So why did feminists or pro-women women drop that part of the 

ball in terms of equal rights?  I mean, yes, women have made incredible progress in 

politics – the arena you’re in – and in the corporate world, although we’re not at 50 

percent yet among Fortune 500 CEOs or anywhere close, but the point is what about the 

rest of it – splitting the home responsibilities? 

 

MS. NORTON:  I mean, if you were to outline the ten most important principles 

of feminists, getting men to help would be right up there near the top.  It’s been one of 

the cardinal principles since Betty Friedan first wrote “The Feminine Mystique.” 

 

MS. BEYER:  And I think that they do help more than they did certainly in my 

father’s generation, but I see it less about career and more about the whole idea of 

motherhood.  I look at my mother’s generation, and she really felt freed by Betty Friedan 

because she felt sort of guilty that she wasn’t happy with being the domestic goddess, 

with being June Cleaver.  And she looked at us and she thought, it’s too late for me, but 

I’m going to open the doors for you and I’m going to tell you, get a career, fulfill 

yourself, do what fulfills you and have a great life.  Well, we went out there and we took 

the power trip and we had the career, and then suddenly we had the children, and I have 

to say that I looked at those kids and I thought, you know, I want to spend a little more 

time here.  I’m going to put – I’m in a lucky position, I can put my career on the back 

burner at least part time, and I am going to spend some time here.  But then our 

generation has what Judith – 

 

MS. ERBE:  Warner. 

 

MS. BEYER:  Judith Warner described in her book, “Perfect Madness,” which is 

the anxiety we bring to motherhood because I think we’re feeling a little guilty that we’re 

not doing the fulfilling then and we’ve tried to make a career out of mothering, and we’ve 

got these poor anxious children.  (Laughter.) 

 

MS. CZARNECKI:  At the same time, you’ve got my mother who was the 

daughter of immigrants.  Now, she was raised by her grandparents, and my grandparents 



who started their own little bakery.  And she had a very different experience.  She didn’t 

need the Betty Friedan.  She didn’t know who she was at the time.  My mother – 

immigrants at least for my family, education was the most important.  My mother was 

one of the first four women in the medical school, top of her class, has done very well.  

Didn’t have to worry about the movement because she just – educate yourself and you 

will do fine.  So it’s a very different experience. 

 

MS. ERBE:  But you as a highly-educated woman, and with three children, you 

are working full time, and yet a lot of women in their 20s and 30s coming out of Ivy 

League schools, et cetera, are going more the way Megan was talking about. 

 

MS. CZARNECKI:  That’s true. 

 

MS. ERBE:  And really in some cases just saying, the heck with the career, if they 

have a situation where they can afford to stay home full time, doing that at least for a 

while. 

 

MS. CZARNECKI:  Because it’s a matter of setting priorities.  If they women can 

afford it, they’d like to take the time off and make sure their children are being reared 

appropriately and not leaving it to government institutions oftentimes, but those women 

can afford it. 

 

MS. BEYER:  Right. 

 

MS. CHAVEZ:  A lot of women don’t have that luxury. 

 

MS. ERBE:  Most women are not in that financial – 

 

MS. CZARNECKI:  That’s absolutely right.  And I’m also not a person that wants 

the government educating my child.  I mean I have my children in daycare centers.  I sit 

on the board of a daycare center.  But I see more fathers picking up their kids as well as 

the women.  It’s very much a shared responsibility in those environments. 

 

MS. BEYER:  I think we’re seeing a shift though.  I’m detecting sort of a tipping 

point, at least from a political perspective.  In the campaign in Virginia this last 

November, Tim Kaine as a central part of his campaign ran on getting preschool 

education for every child in Virginia.  And what that means is it does free up the family a 

little bit earlier.  The public education is going to take care of them a year earlier.  It’s 

also very good for putting us on a better footing in this world economy that is going to be 

very competitive.  And you see that if you invest in those kids early on, it gives us great 

benefits later, so it’s a great cost-benefit analysis. 

 

MS. ERBE:  What do you see in terms of younger – Betty Friedan, younger 

women saying maybe I don’t want to work or devote myself as much to my career as my 

mother did.  Is feminism over?  Are we moving into a new phase? 

 



MS. BERNARD:  It’s not over.  It’s different.  I think we’re seeing a third wave 

of feminism with women who are younger than everybody here at the table.  And what 

they have decided that being a feminist means, which is what I think the original intent 

was, was to be able to choose to do what you want to do with your life.  And for that 

reason, you see a lot of women who’ve decided, I don’t want to put my child in a daycare 

center that’s run by the government.  I want to stay home and I want to take care of my 

children myself. 

 

MS. NORTON:  What we’re seeing is why African-American were instinctive 

feminists.  They never had the luxury of sitting home in the first place.  The family could 

not be subsidized by anyone except the family members.  And in fact, black women have 

always been out there from the cotton fields to today.  And of course, there’s some price 

to pay for that.  Most societies – advanced societies say, if you value children then you 

will have subsidized daycare, and early childhood education is a way to do it, not 

daycare. 

 

MS. ERBE:  So the next phase will be what?  What do you see? 

 

MS. CZARNECKI:  For feminism?  I don’t – 

 

MS. ERBE:  For young – no, I mean in terms of young women pulling back a 

little bit if they can with very young children.  Are they going to experience what Terri 

Hecker (sp) who wrote an op-ed column not too long ago for the New York Times – she 

stayed home full time on purpose even though she was educated, but then she – 

 

MS. CZARNECKI:  Regretted it. 

 

MS. ERBE:  At 50-something her husband left her for a younger woman, just like 

what happened to Friedan’s generation. 

 

MS. CZARNECKI:  I think you hit the nail on the head with choice, but at the 

same time the best advice that we can give any younger woman is to keep some foot in 

the workforce, whether it’s in a part-time job, keep up your professional networks and 

keep up your job skills so that if you choose to step out you can step back in.  But I do 

think the role of government is to make our workplaces – to update our workplaces so we 

can work more flexible schedules, if we choose to, to help raise our families. 

 

MS. NORTON:  One of the reasons better educated women are staying home a 

little longer is what we know about brain science, that between zero and six the brain has 

it all and is more supple.  And you want to get in there with your own licks while this 

baby is still a baby. 

 

MS. CZARNECKI:  Yeah. 

 

MS. ERBE:  Last word, Megan. 

 



MS. BEYER:  And the irony is we’ve been spending $6-8,000 a year per child 

from K through 12, and yet we have found out, research shows us, that from zero to six is 

where you really get the benefit.  So any way that we can bring those kids in a little bit 

earlier is going to pay off in tremendous ways. 

 

MS. ERBE:  Terrific.  Before we move on, we’d also like to mark the passing of 

Coretta Scott King, first lady of the civil rights movement, a woman of grace and a 

warrior for equality.   

 

From women’s rights to women donors.  Is it ethical to pay women for donor 

eggs?  Young women who donate eggs to fertility clinics or infertile couples can expect 

four to $4-5,000 and more to compensate them for time and expenses.  But the payments 

are under fire now that the issue is embroiled in debate over stem cell research.  Just this 

week, a California panel decided women could be compensated only for lost wages and 

other out-of-pocket expenses.  That from the voter-established California Institute of 

Regenerative Medicine formed to direct $3 billion in state funds into stem cell research.  

Massachusetts law already prevents payment beyond direct expenses.  Stem cell 

researchers believe these news laws are the product of conservative politicians seeking to 

create obstacles to stem cell research.  Those opposed to payment say the procedure for 

obtaining eggs is invasive and exposes the donor to possible serious side effects such as 

internal bleeding, infertility, or organ failure.  On the other hand, no one has ever 

suggested men can’t be paid for their sperm donations. 

 

So is that sexist, Michelle Bernard?  Is it sexist to say it’s fine for men to donate 

sperm and pay them whatever the market will bear, but women can only be paid for their 

lost wages or expenses – 

 

MS. BERNARD:  Well – 

 

MS. ERBE:  – out-of-pocket expenses? 

 

MS. BERNARD:  There is a sort of paternalistic feeling to this like we’re going to 

take care of you.  You don’t know what’s best for yourself.  And I think it’s really silly.  

If you believe in a free-market economy, then let women decide.  I mean, women are 

paid to have children for women who are unable to bear children.  I don’t think it’s 

anybody’s business, particular the government’s. 

 

MS. NORTON:  Hey, wait a minute.  Women are not paid to have children.  

There are strict regulations everywhere about what you can be paid for, and it’s not the 

act of carrying the baby to term.  And in fact we don’t allow payment for organs.  We 

don’t want to begin to in fact pay people market rates for something having to do with 

their bodies.  And we ought to separate that out right now. 

 

MS. ERBE:  Well, then why not sperm donations? 

 



MS. NORTON:  Well, men will tell you that’s – sperm donation, that’s pleasure, 

not pain.  (Laughter.) 

 

MS. BEYER:  Eleanor, they do pay now. 

 

MS. ERBE:  She’s right. 

 

MS. BEYER:  This is a very complicated issue, because right now you can pay 

for egg donations.  And in fact, there are websites that talk about the Ivy League eggs, 

and they’re more expensive than the regular eggs. 

 

MS. NORTON:  And that’s what shouldn’t happen. 

 

MS. BEYER:  Okay.  But it is coming. 

 

MS. BERNARD:  But it is happening, yeah. 

 

MS. BEYER:  And I think people need to understand that.  It’s not just that men 

get paid for their sperm but women don’t get paid for their eggs.  No, the women get paid 

for their eggs, too. 

 

MS. NORTON:  Let’s see if we can get agreement around the table – 

 

MS. ERBE:  Right, but – 

 

MS. NORTON:  – about regulation in this area, across the table, Republican and 

Democrat. 

 

MS. BEYER:  Well, I don’t know how I feel about it. 

 

MS. CZARNECKI:  The National Academy of Sciences thinks this is a bad idea, 

and I do, too. 

 

MS. ERBE:  Which is a bad idea, to be paid or – 

 

MS. CZARNECKI:  Paying people – 

 

MS. ERBE:  – limits on payment? 

 

MS. CZARNECKI:  Paying people for egg donation.  There are those – I mean 

this is cloning.  It’s the cloning of cells.  It’s not just a conservative or a religious right.  

There are a lot of people who don’t believe that we should be cloning cells at this time, so 

that’s the first thing.  But the second thing is, when the National Academy – 

 

MS. NORTON:  Why is this cloning? 

 



MS. BEYER:  Don’t confuse cloning with paying for eggs. 

 

MS. CZARNECKI:  It’s using the eggs – 

 

MS. NORTON:  You’re not cloning the person. 

 

MS. CZARNECKI:  It’s using the eggs to clone – 

 

MS. ERBE:  Stem cells. 

 

MS. CZARNECKI:  – stem cells.  That’s the whole – this is what this is all about. 

 

MS. BEYER:  So this is in opposition to stem cell research, is what you’re saying. 

 

MS. CZARNECKI:  Yeah.  Part of the argument is that it’s cloning.  But the other 

thing is paying people to do this.  My fear is that low-income women or very young 

women who are in dire financial situations will do this not knowing the harm that it could 

cause to them.  Having a man go and look at a dirty magazine and, the equivalent of pee 

in a cup, is not the same as having the procedure, a very invasive procedure which is 

painful, which is weeks of hormone therapy before you even go through this, and which 

in two instances already has resulted in death, we’re talking about two separate things for 

– 

 

MS. ERBE:  But is it – 

 

MS. CZARNECKI:  – men and women. 

 

MS. ERBE:  Okay, right.  But is opposition to stem cell research, is this really just 

an end run around, because it’s politically – 

 

MS. BEYER:  If it’s politically – 

 

MS. ERBE:  – because it’s politically unpopular even among the Nancy Reagan 

and Arnold Schwarzeneggers of the world? 

 

MS. CZARNECKI:  No, I think it’s a huge bioethics debate that we’re discussing.  

There are major political debates going as well, but it’s a huge bioethics debate.  Should 

we or shouldn’t we be paying people for this?  And I think it’s a horrible (idea ?). 

 

MS. NORTON:  Well, look, let’s get agreement with people on the right where 

we can.  And I don’t care if their reason has to do with stem cell or not.  And I think the 

precedent has been well set.  We do not pay for anything now. 

 

MS. CZARNECKI:  Pay somebody for – 

 



MS. NORTON:  We ought to pay for insurance, we ought to pay for minimizing 

the risk, just as we do – 

 

MS. ERBE:  But why would you deny – 

 

MS. NORTON:  – if we’re carrying a baby. 

 

MS. ERBE:  Why would you deny – if a young, poor, African-American woman 

gets into Harvard and can donate an egg for $10,000, which is a substantial part of her – a 

quarter of the tuition there each year, why would you tell her that’s not – 

 

MS. NORTON:  Bonnie, what is the difference – 

 

MS. ERBE:  – she can do? 

 

MS. NORTON:  What is the difference if you got into Harvard and decided that 

she was going to be a carrier of a baby for maybe even more than $10,000, because that 

risk is very substantial?  You don’t say if you’re poor, by the way, we’re going to really 

make sure you can do this – 

 

MS. ERBE:  No, but I’m saying – but – 

 

MS. NORTON:  – because you need the money ore. 

 

MS. ERBE:  But can’t you say that for poor – 

 

MS. NORTON:  I want a universal principle. 

 

MS. ERBE:  Wait, wait.  Wait. 

 

MS. NORTON:  It’s an ethical principle. 

 

MS. ERBE:  Okay.  But isn’t it in essence – my point is, denying a relatively easy 

way to make money for people who really need it, your regulations – 

 

MS. NORTON:  Look – 

 

MS. ERBE:  – would stop that. 

 

MS. NORTON:  – come to my low-income district.  I’ll tell you people who have 

a kidney to sell.  That would really help a lot.  And besides, you can in fact continue life 

on one kidney.  We don’t want to start that. 

 

MS. ERBE:  But – 

 



MS. NORTON:  And I think this is where the right and the left have to come 

together and say – 

 

MS. CZARNECKI:  Yes. 

 

MS. BERNARD:  Well – 

 

MS. NORTON:  – we stand as one on this issue. 

 

MS. BERNARD:  This is a very difficult issue.  There are ethical questions.  

There are questions – for surrogacy.  I mean, we say that we’re not paying you to carry 

somebody else’s child, but in effect it’s kind of like a wink and a nod.  We’re paying your 

insurance expenses, we’re paying this and we’re paying that.  The bottom line we are 

right now paying women to carry someone else’s child. 

 

MS. BEYER:  And that’s what we’ve done in California, because what they’ve 

said is that we will pay the expenses, and how practically that plays out we’re going to 

have to watch.  Here’s what concerns me.  The American Society for Reproductive 

Medicine was very much against having this blanket “you can’t pay for eggs,” because 

they think it is going to have a chilling effect on in vitro fertilization in this country. 

 

MS. NORTON:  Yeah, it’s going to have a chilling effect on poor women, too, 

that they can’t sell parts of their bodies.  I don’t think I want to come out for that though 

in order to relieve their poverty. 

 

(Cross talk.) 

 

MS. BEYER:  Right, but I just – 

 

MS. BERNARD:  Nobody does. 

 

MS. BEYER:  I think we need to look at all sides of – 

 

MS. BERNARD:  No one wants to do that. 

 

MS. BEYER:  – all sides of it. 

 

MS. ERBE:  All right.  And we have to move on.  Behind the headlines – 

(laughter) – women and body image.  Controversial playwright Eve Ensler stunned the 

world with her first play, “The Vagina Monologues,” by reinvigorating the women’s 

movement.  In her latest play, “The Good Body,” she says if women turn the energy they 

use obsessing over their looks into changing politics, they could change the world.  This 

coming ways marks “V Day,” a day Ensler launched to coincide with Valentine’s Day 

and dedicated to celebrating women activists, fighting violence against women, and 

making the world better for women and children. 

 



(Begin video segment.) 

 

MS. EVE ENSLER:  We live in a good body.  We live in the good body. 

 

MS. ERBE:  Good isn’t usually the world women use to describe their bodies.  

Fat, ugly, round, are more typical.  But playwright Eve Ensler believes the time and 

attention women spend obsessing and complaining about their bodies could be used to 

change the world. 

 

MS. ENSLER:  I see how our obsession to fix our bodies and to be thinner or to 

be tighter or to be all the kind of things that – whatever that mandate is, have really 

gotten us to be dangerously distracted, and have really derailed us from essentially the 

political process.  So the reason I’m doing this tour is to say let’s stop fixing our bodies 

and let’s start fixing the world, and take the energy and time and attention that we’re 

spending fixing our hair or eyes or bodies or thighs or butts, and start directing it towards, 

you know, really reconceiving the world that we’re living in.   

 

It think it’s a kind of genius idea, kind of combination of forces of corporate 

consumer capitalism and patriarchy and religion and family, all have this huge mandate 

for women to be good, you know.  And that takes the form in terms of your body in terms 

of being tighter, lighter, whiter, blonder, that’s what all that pure good stuff is about. 

 

MS. ERBE:  Does she really believe women might stop dieting and start a 

revolution? 

 

MS. ENSLER:  Corporate consumer capitalism is really brilliant because it 

creates this idea that creates this pattern.  It kind of injects it into us from the time we’re 

born.  And then women are like, if I could only be that everything will work out in my 

life.  Well, we know it’s a heartbreaking campaign.  We know that no matter what you do 

you will never be tight enough, light enough, blonde enough, whatever it is that you’re 

supposed to be, and you will be completely consumed with that activity forever.  I’ve 

really seen like doing the play now and touring – I’ve been in about ten cities so far – and 

how when you really begin to talk about this in these terms women go, you’re right, 

you’re right.  I’m spending all this time obsessing about myself when I could be stopping 

the war in Iraq; when I could be fixing the levees, you know, in New Orleans; when I 

could be standing up for rights of women; when I could be ending rape; when I could be 

worried about global warming.  I mean, how many millions of things do we have to be 

worrying about right now?   

 

Let’s just put our self-hatred on hold for ten years, take power, come into power, 

let women be in charge, and then we’ll go back to it and worry about it.  But right now, 

we’re in dire shape.  The world is in dire shape. 

 

MS. ERBE:  In her new play, “The Good Body,” Ensler transforms into more 

than ten characters from around the world, New York to India, to show body obsession is 

not just an American trend. 



 

MS. ENSLER:  There are tribes in Africa where women need to be fattened as 

brides.  You go to China where girls are breaking their legs and adding bone to be taller.  

You go to – you know, every culture has come up with something clever that keeps 

women wildly distracted and self-mutilating.  However, U.S. has managed to export this 

image of the pattern, this perfect pattern, and it is not absolutely impacting women 

throughout the world. 

 

MS. ERBE:  Ensler spent almost a decade inspiring women to change the way 

they think.  After conquering Broadway, she created the V Day movement.  Celebrated 

on Valentine’s Day, V Day’s mission is to stop violence against women.  Across the 

country and around the world, productions of her plays are performed to raise money for 

groups fighting to end sexual abuse.  But does she really believe women will give up the 

beauty obsession for political change? 

 

MS. ENSLER:  Three women in Miami came up to me after the show and said 

three different times that they were planning to get face lifts and they decided to take the 

money and to do something for somebody else.  Women have told me that they’re eating 

ice cream again, that they’re going out.  I mean, look, am I – is this one play going to 

change every – of course not.  But will it be part of a chain hopefully of other things that 

are beginning to change?  Yes.  And I think that is happening. 

 

(End video segment.) 

 

MS. ERBE:  So Megan, we started the show talking about Betty Friedan and 

changes in feminism, and the question a lot of people ask, is feminism dead.  Is Eve 

Ensler the new feminist movement? 

 

MS. BEYER:  I hope – 

 

MS. ERBE:  In other words, getting women to stop obsessing about beauty, which 

we all do to some extent. 

 

MS. BEYER:  To me, we’ve been on this 20, 25-year narcissistic kind of – I look 

at that generation of Betty Friedan and Coretta Scott King, and we heard about how they 

obsessed on peace and civil rights and social justice, and what did we do?  We obsessed 

on our thighs and our abs and the crow’s feet.  And you do, you listen to Eve and you 

think, hopefully she’s now making light of it, we’re all able to laugh at it.  Maybe we will 

start becoming a little more introspective, because the world needs our attention. 

 

MS. NORTON:  Yeah, but I really don’t like the theme “give me beauty or give 

me feminism.”  I know which gets chosen there.  And the fact is that Coretta was – 

 

MS. BEYER:  But we’re looking good now, Eleanor.  I think we’re done with that 

job.  (Laughter.) 

 



MS. NORTON:  Coretta was one of the most well-groomed – 

 

MS. BEYER:  Beautiful, yeah. 

 

MS. NORTON:  – women I have ever seen.  And she was at great pains to make 

herself look good while she was preaching nonviolence and love and reverence for our 

values.  And I hate to see this either/or thing – 

 

MS. BEYER:  Oh, no. 

 

MS. NORTON:  – develop.  It is true that women are – 

 

MS. ERBE:  But it doesn’t have – 

 

MS. NORTON:  – so gone on their – 

 

MS. ERBE:  It doesn’t have to be either/or, but her message – I mean, will 

women take her message seriously?  The kind of women who spend a whole lot more 

time on looking good than getting involved politically? 

 

MS. NORTON:  Yeah, but I don’t think that they’re going to take seriously, look, 

you should stop obsessing with your bodies and find something good to obsess with.  

You’ve got to find – those are not the juxtaposition that is going to draw most women to 

thinking seriously about whether or not being too fat, wishing to be in another body is 

what I should do.  These women need to think seriously about themselves, about why 

they think about themselves this way, become self-critical, and become critical of the 

corporate culture – 

 

MS. CZARNECKI:  Yeah. 

 

MS. NORTON:  – that has made then want to obsess this way – 

 

MS. CZARNECKI:  Run by men. 

 

MS. NORTON:  – and profits from it every single day. 

 

MS. BERNARD:  There is a change coming.  And I think Eve Ensler’s voice is 

very important because of this, because what we are saying are elementary school kids – 

girls who are obsessed, and you’re reading about elementary school kids who are 

anorexic or bulimic, and they need to hear that you should not be obsessing about your 

body.  Obsess about your mind. 

 

MS. ERBE:  Well, the me generation, though, was 20 years ago or so.  Are – 

 

MS. BEYER:  Well, it’s been going on the whole time. 

 



MS. CZARNECKI:  I do not think her message will hit people in their 20s and 

younger.  I think for people who are in their late 30s and in their 40s who’ve already done 

a lot with life, who’ve already figured that the crow’s feet aren’t going to go away and 

those extra ten pounds after having a couple of kids is pretty hard to get rid of, for the 

people who have time to reevaluate what they’ve done in life and what they want to do 

with the second part of their life, it may have a lot to do with how they change their lives.  

But for younger people – all they care about – really, it’s all about themselves.  It’s a 

great message, but it’s not going to reach them. 

 

MS. ERBE:  All right. 

 

MS. BEYER:  But, you know, Eleanor – 

 

MS. ERBE:  And it’s all about myself now.  We’re out of time.  (Laughter.)  

That’s it for this edition of “To the Contrary.”  Next week, women search for the holy 

grail of professional work: part-time jobs.  And please join us on the web for “To the 

Contrary” Extra.  Whether your views are in agreement or to the contrary, please join us 

next time. 

 

(End of program.) 


