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.STX  

 



MS. ERBE:  President Bush's support among white male voters is so strong it 

could make the women's vote passé in November's elections.  What impact on women's 

political power in America? 

 

DELEGATE NORTON:  Democrats are used to men voting the wrong way.  

Never underestimate the power of the women's vote. 

 

MS. CZARNECKI:  Women are individualistic, not monolithic.  They will 

always be the key swing voters for both major political parties. 

 

MS. ECHAVESTE:  Women will be more important, that's why they're going to 

go out there and vote. 

 

MS. SANCHEZ:  Women's vote will never be passé, women will be the X factor 

in the 2004 elections. 

 

 (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, will the women's vote count in November.  Then, baby pictures before 

the baby is born, the evolution of sonograms.  Behind the headlines, early childhood 

education and a model program in Michigan. 

 

Up first, the women's vote in the '04 elections.  The latest polls show white male 

voters so strongly support reelecting President Bush, it may not matter how other groups 

of voters cast their ballots.  These other voters include groups that have historically 

leaned Democratic, such as minorities and college-educated white women.  President 

Bush's aggressive use of force against terrorism, and his sometimes macho personal style 

have been the clincher for white male voters, that according to analysts from both major 

political parties.  His national security policies, and bring 'em on attitude seem to lure 

younger, married, white men in particular, who are trending more Republican over time, 

and widening the usually more moderate gap Democratic contenders need to overcome. 

 

So, Eleanor Holmes Norton, why is it that -- first of all, do you think it's really a 

serious factor that white men could come out in such great numbers, and in such higher 

percentages than usual for the president that the women's vote just won't matter, or won't 

matter as much. 

 

DELEGATE NORTON:  Bonnie, it is too early to write off the gender factor that 

has been central in virtually every election.  Moreover, if this is based on the macho 

factor, I wouldn't underestimate our field out there, Clark and Kerry got macho to match 

with Bush, and Howard Dean has shown a lot of macho in jumping to the front of the 

line.  So, I'm not worried at this point.  And particularly, I'm not worried because women 

have a lot to vote on this time, the men may be voting on Iraq, and on protecting us.  The 



women see a jobless recovery.  People are striking for healthcare because the employers 

are offloading healthcare on to their employees, and the whole family is feeling it.  There 

are a whole lot of issues out here that are typically women's issues that are going to 

garner that women's vote once again. 

 

MS. CZARNECKI:  First of all, there's no jobless recovery.  We're creating jobs.  

Maybe not at the pace that you would like, but we're creating jobs. 

 

DELEGATE NORTON:  You will never make up for the loss of three million. 

 

MS. CZARNECKI:  We're creating new and different types of jobs every month, 

and that's the numbers for three consecutive months have shown that. 

 

But back on the women's vote, I think it's very important, and anybody who says 

you only focus on your core constituencies is seriously wrong.  You have to make sure 

your base is there no matter who you are running for a campaign, but if you aren't 

bringing in new people, broadening your base, and appealing to new types of voters, or 

voters who go back and forth between the parties, like I think women do, I don't think 

women clearly say, I'm a Democrat or I'm a Republican, I think more and more are 

saying they're independents, and they're voting on individual issues, or packages of 

issues, and if you don't start appealing to them, it could mean your loss. 

 

MS. ECHAVESTE:  The reality is, that polls shows support.  It doesn't say what 

percentage of those folks are actually going to come out to vote, which is the big question 

for November 2, 2004, and the other thing we have to remember is that each election 

cycle a fewer and fewer people come out to vote.  So, what I take from that statistic are 

two things.  Number one is, it shows a country very divided.  I'm concerned about any 

president having such overwhelming support from one segment of the population.  That 

to me says, that's a president that divides people.  But, number two is, that it means that 

more people have a lot to say, and if they come out and vote, they can change history. 

 

MS. SANCHEZ:  There's no doubt people are going to make an impact with their 

vote.  What the difference is, for the last ten years white men have been voting 

Republican.  I mean, that's not a new thing, that's a constituency of the Republican Party, 

55 to 60 percent.  And women are pretty much split half and half. 

 

MS. ERBE:  What does that say about the Republican Party and women?  I mean, 

it could say any number of a million things. 

 

MS. SANCHEZ:  It says that the Republican Party, just like the Democratic Party 

has to vie aggressively for this X factor, this swing factor, in all these elections.  If you go 

back to 2000, you look at the fact that Al Gore won 11 states with 11-1/2 percent gender 

gap between Gore and Bush, that's 153 electoral votes.  I mean, that's a big swing factor 

when you're talking about it where women and I think other minorities are going to be.  

But if you've got a block of coalition, you would say, of white men in the Republican 

camp, and perhaps African-American, of which Republicans only get 10 percent of that 



vote, that's a starting point.  Everything else is going to be this too close to call election 

where every vote is going to have to be fought. 

 

MS. ERBE:  First of all, should Democrats bother to reach out to white men, what 

we used to call anyway the Bubba vote, what Clinton used to refer lovingly to as the 

Bubba vote. 

 

MS. ECHAVESTE:  Exactly.  I think we should, and we should go out there, all 

Democrats, and appeal to all people on the issues that matter. 

 

MS. ERBE:  Do they have a chance of getting the white male vote? 

 

MS. ECHAVESTE:  I think if there's a candidate who is going to spend all their 

energy and all of their money going after that specific vote, it's that classic tension in 

campaigns of going do you play to your base or do you go to the swing vote?  And what 

people need to remember is, you don't win elections by excluding one and only including 

the other, you need both. 

 

MS. ERBE:  What is it that makes a candidate appeal to white men and not to 

black men or black women, or appeal to women and not to men? 

 

DELEGATE NORTON:  That's why this is premature at this point, because at the 

moment who has all the airwaves, who is the only person anybody looks at is a president 

who is a wartime president.  Obviously, men are going to be drawn to him.  When you 

get a Democrat and a Republican in the field, we will be able to tell whether there is any 

gender gap any longer, and whether men go one side of the aisle and women go to the 

other.  I don't think we can really say that until we have two contenders. 

 

MS. CZARNECKI:  It is a long time before the election.  I think a lot can happen 

between now and then.  But as we've all been saying, you can't ignore any one 

constituency, no matter who it might be.  You've got to aggressively fight for all of those 

different types of people, or it's not even a fun election. 

 

MS. ERBE:  All right.  Now, I'm aggressively fighting to move on to the next 

topic now. 

 

From casting ballots to taking photos, say cheese, this time the missive is meant 

for fetuses.  Ultrasounds have long been used to assess the health of babies still inside the 

womb.  Now they're being used to take baby's first picture.  Commercial businesses have 

begun using ultrasound technology to offer parents startlingly clear 4D first baby videos.  

Parents can choose from several picture packages similar to those offered in grade school 

portraits, but the Food and Drug Administration warns expectant parents not to jump in.  

The regulatory agency says the services represent a misuse of the ultrasound technology, 

which is approved only for medical purposes.  Some physicians note, there haven't been 

any longer-term studies on the neurological effects of ultrasound exposure.  Several small 

studies indicate a possible link between ultrasound exposure and neurological problems. 



 

So, Karen Czarnecki, is this a good thing?  It's a commercial boom, this one story 

that was profiled on Public Radio a few weeks ago is opening a hundred stores across the 

country business is so good. 

 

MS. CZARNECKI:  I find it a little strange, and a little alarming at the same time.  

First of all, you only get one sonogram paid for by health insurance to make sure that 

everything is okay.  If you have complications or if you're of a certain age, they'll do a 

second one, but your doctors will tell you, they advise against that unless you are at 

serious risk.  And so, in some ways, yes, it's a smart business opportunity for somebody 

whose thought to make money in a new way, but I don't think it's a very healthy thing for 

families to look at. 

 

DELEGATE NORTON:  I think it's a dumb business opportunity, because we're 

dealing here with something that has barely been tested for medical diagnosis, and 

somebody is going to be getting sued even if it is not to blame if something happens to 

some infant when that infant is finally borne.  It's amazing, we've been talking in past 

shows about how long-tested drugs turn out to be either ineffective or don't work at all.  

Here we have something that hasn't been tested at all, and I think it's the huberous of the 

American people. 

 

MS. CZARNECKI:  It's trendy. 

 

DELEGATE NORTON:  Hey, you can get it done, why not get it done?  And 

what really bothers me --  

 

MS. ERBE:  Getting on that point, Congresswoman Norton, to me it shows sort of 

a really unhealthy preoccupation with the baby in the sense that we went from an era of 

children should be seen and not heard to children are the focus of the universe, the focus 

of one's universe, and, yes, children are important, children should be raised properly 

with a lot of love, no violence, et cetera, but to the point where you have to see your baby 

before it's even born, doesn't that smack of some kind of weirdness. 

 

DELEGATE NORTON:  I think it's a preoccupation with one's self.  You're going 

around, you're going to show this baby, look at what I've made.  And that's the danger in 

it I see.  I don't think they care about the child enough because they're using this untested 

technology. 

 

MS. ERBE:  Again, and I'll play devil's advocate, they might say, what do you 

mean, my whole family gathered, the brother got to see his as yet unborn baby sister, it 

was a real family event that brought us all together. 

 

MS. ECHAVESTE:  I think it is so typical American consumer, trendy, lemming-

like quality that used to be the Jones have a new car, keeping up with the Jones.  Now 

someone has a video of their baby while yet unborn, it's just ridiculous.  And I just 



fundamentally object to, and worry about these parents that would risk the health of their 

baby with an untried technology. 

 

MS. ERBE:  Would this be more, you think, to a lack of education about the risks 

or just knowing about it and wanting to ignore it? 

 

MS. SANCHEZ:  But think about that, that's probably the most significant point 

of the whole thing, it's the fad of 2004 or 2005.  Everybody gets it, they see the 

technology, they see the results of it, and they're excited about it.  Who are the people 

that may be impacted the most could be the least educated, the least likely to go and look 

at the dramatic negative effects that this could have on their baby, and pretty soon this 

becomes kind of part of the popular culture, and no one is looking at the huge hazards. 

 

MS. CZARNECKI:  There is one other side that we haven't looked at, and for 

those who say that life begins at conception, and not at birth, it shows that we have come 

a long way with technology, and how could you deny that that is life. 

 

DELEGATE NORTON:  Oh, for goodness sake. 

 

MS. ERBE:  I kind of didn't want to get into the abortion debate, but no matter 

what side you're on sonograms have had an impact on the debate, have they not? 

 

DELEGATE NORTON:  They've had an impact on the debate, and they haven't 

changed the science. 

 

MS. ECHAVESTE:  I was just going to say, I want to know what the federal 

government is doing? 

 

MS. ERBE:  That was another question. 

 

MS. ECHAVESTE:  Why isn't the FDA looking at, representative, somebody 

who works with this administration, why hasn't the FDA stepped in here?  Just because 

it's a business opportunity, there is a role for government sometimes to keep things off 

the market. 

 

MS. ERBE:  Well, as we've seen in the recent past with not banning HRT when a 

federal study found that it does cause an increased risk for heart attacks, stroke, various 

forms of cancer, as in no banning or bringing back to market silicone gel implants, and 

now with not banning sonograms for anything but medical purposes, is the FDA being a 

little lax as far as women's health is concerned? 

 

MS. CZARNECKI:  I don't know the answer to that question.  But I will say that 

if there is ever a complaint, or if there is a series of litigation is started, you know that 

they're going to come in, they're going to spend the resources and find out how bad or 

how good this might be.  They're saying right now that it's a misappropriate use of the 

technology.  That's phase one.  If anything does happen, there's going to be a phase two. 



 

MS. ERBE:  All right, and phase three is that we have to switch topics.  Behind 

the headlines, every day more than 20,000 four-year-old children attend the Michigan 

School Readiness Program known as MSRP.  This program, a model for other preschools 

in the U.S., helps to give these disadvantaged children a boost into early education, and 

the confidence they need to succeed by the time they get to kindergarten. 

 

To The Contrary went to Lansing, Michigan, to find out why this early school 

program helps these children beat the odds.  Susan Utsema (sp) and her son Ben begin 

their day at seven o'clock in the morning.  She spends quiet time reading to him, getting 

him ready for school before their daily drive to the Early Learning Children's Community 

Program. 

 

MS. UTSEMA:  We talk about what's going to come about that day, whether 

we're going to do something in the evening after school.  And once we're here, we hang 

our coats up, come in the classroom, and I chat with his teachers and let them know how 

the day has gone before. 

 

MS. ERBE:  This is not an unusual exchange, families are expected to participate 

in their children's education.  They are encouraged to interact with the teaching staff, and 

spend time with children in the classrooms.  The school readiness program is structured 

so that children may arrive as early as 7:15, and stay until 6 p.m.  The curriculum, 

formulated by the High Scope Educational Research Foundation, sets clearly defined 

instructional classroom strategies and guidelines used by teacher Heidi Jordan. 

 

MS. JORDAN:  We do a lot of observing and observation of the children in the 

classroom.  We do a lot of assessment at small group time, when it's a time of the day 

when you're getting a lot more one-on-one interaction with the children, and so that's a 

very valuable time every day to assess the children, to really see what skills they're able 

to do and what skills they need to work on. 

 

MS. ERBE:  So, what are the requirements for the program?  To be eligible, the 

child has to exhibit two out of 25 factors known to put children at risk of failure, low 

income is number one.  Others are low birth weigh, developmental delay, children born 

to teen parents, single parents, and children with parents who are not English-speaking.  

To combat these adversities, school support is not enough. 

 

MS. JORDAN:  We do do an initial home visit with each family, but it is not 

uncommon to go back to their home, or to do parent-teacher conferences at the school 

regularly throughout the school year. 

 

MS. ERBE:  Such programs are not cheap, the Michigan School Readiness 

Program costs the state about $84-1/2 million per year. 

 

MS. BIRCH:  In the Michigan School Readiness Program is serving about 20 

percent of the four-year-olds in the state.  In a smaller state that much money might go 



farther.  We're also providing about $3,300 per child, and depending on a program is 

structured, states may spend more or less.  It's a pretty significant investment to serve 20 

percent of the children. 

 

MS. ERBE:  But advocates call it more than cost effective, 100 percent of 

children were promoted to kindergarten; 100 percent of parents were involved in the 

program as classroom volunteers, home activity leaders, and field trip directors; 100 

percent of parents participate in home visits and conferences; 75 percent of parents 

indicate they were satisfied with the program. 

 

Larry Schweinhart, president of the High Scope Education and Research 

Foundation says there is a real crisis in quality early childhood programs in this country, 

but Michigan's program serves as a model. 

 

MR. SCHWEINHART:  The evidence that we have from collecting data with the 

program quality assessment is that, in fact, classrooms are doing by and large an excellent 

job.  If they think nobody cares, and we have that in too many early childhood programs, 

then it's very easy to let it drift, and for the quality to become much lower.  So, I think for 

programs like the Michigan School Readiness Program can really serve as kind of a 

beacon to say, look, this is the way we can be raising our kids when they're four-years-

old. 

 

MS. UTSEMA:  I'm very happy and very comfortable with Ben in his classroom.  

The teachers are great, they're very relaxed, and we interact, and I feel very comfortable 

and welcome here whenever I want to come in, and it makes you feel secure, and it 

makes you feel happy that you're not just dropping your kid off and running, and having 

to hurry up. 

 

MS. ERBE:  So, Maria Echaveste, 20 years ago or more, we didn't have, I guess, 

since the beginning of Headstart, whenever that was, we had on a very limited basis 

parent preparation for children's education.  Now we're seeing model programs like this 

spring up and a lot of not quite as good but also early childhood education programs 

across the country.  When should we begin to see the results of kids getting a better 

education, because we're putting so much more effort these days into early childhood 

education? 

 

MS. ECHAVESTE:  Well, I anticipate we're going to start seeing results in the 

next five to ten years.  And it's incredibly vital.  I mean, what we know this program, $84 

million a year, it's a lot of money for a state, and most states are having trouble, but we 

know, for example, a startling statistic, at least half or a great majority of those in prison 

are functionally illiterate.  Over half of those in juvenile delinquency problems have been 

diagnosed with developmental problems, that somehow got missed in the early years.  So 

investments like this are going to have huge, huge positive consequences, I think, for our 

society, but it's based on now what we know, which is early intervention, and preparing 

children to learn.  Kindergarten is no longer kindergarten. 

 



DELEGATE NORTON:  And Congress has still let this year pass without 

reauthorizing Headstart, and in a real sense this looks a lot like Headstart. 

 

MS. ERBE:  What does that mean, though, that means that the program dies? 

 

DELEGATE NORTON:  It means that it's kept at the same level, and it's a huge 

fight over Headstart because they want to put it into the states instead of keeping it as 

kind of a model federal program where you have very high standards.  When they look at 

what Headstart has done for very poor children, you would think that we would be 

spreading this model.  And that's really what they're doing here.  One of the great failings 

of Bush's No Child Left Behind, and there are many, like that he isn't funding it, but one 

of the great failings is that it doesn't have a preschool or early childhood component.  So, 

you pick kids up when they're already behind, and you wonder why they're behind for the 

rest of their lives. 

 

MS. SANCHEZ:  With all due respect, I would say that it is adequately funded.  

Exactly what we're talking about here is measurement based, it's outcome based 

measuring of early childhood cognitive development programs.  The president has put 

$1.1 -- 

 

MS. ERBE:  And we should say, you were at the Department of Education until 

recently, and working with Hispanic children assuring they're academically qualified.  

But it's exactly those kind of risk factors is what they were looking for.  The president 

and Mrs. Bush have put $1.1 billion of early learning first and early childhood programs, 

and particularly with respect to Headstart, the biggest issue there is determining whether 

or not we're putting money into programs that are not working for these children.  These 

are the most disadvantaged --  

 

DELEGATE NORTON:  Some of the most tested programs of all times, they do 

know about Headstart that it works. 

 

MS. SANCHEZ:  Some of them do work, but we cannot say every federal dollar 

that is going into every Headstart program is going to be effective. 

 

DELEGATE NORTON:  We can say that about no federal program. 

 

MS. SANCHEZ:  If not, they're hurting our children.  We want to make sure that 

they are held to the highest standard. 

 

DELEGATE NORTON:  You just don't want to put the money in it. 

 

MS. SANCHEZ:  We want to put the money in a program that is going to work, 

and ensure that our children get ahead. 

 

MS. CZARNECKI:  I like the fact that a state has tried something for 20 percent 

of its school-age population, it's working.  Another state may come up with something a 



little different for their particular state.  I like the laboratory of democracy with the states 

being able to try their different things, and what works for them, and what they want to 

fund. 

 

DELEGATE NORTON:  Yes, yes, yes, because you don't have to pay for it then 

at the federal level. 

 

MS. CZARNECKI:  I'm against Hillary Clinton's notion of universal childcare, 

where it's the one-size-fits-all push for everybody. 

 

DELEGATE NORTON:  That's not what she's for.  Every child having access to 

preschool 

 

(Crosstalk.) 

 

MS. ERBE:  Let's get back to the Michigan program itself.  Should there be 

funding for this in every state? 

 

DELEGATE NORTON:  I'm amazed at 20 percent, that's a good healthy start.  

And it seems to me that a cardinal principal of education should be that every child has 

access if the parent wants it at age four to early childhood education.  We didn't used to 

have kindergarten in this country.  Mississippi was the last state to have it, you know 

why?  Because they said it was colored people's babysitting.  Finally they understood that 

preparing children for first grade made sense.  How long is it going to take us to 

understand that we need four-year-old kindergarten for every child in America who wants 

it. 

 

MS. ERBE:  How long is it going to take, getting back to Maria's fascinating 

point, I found, I mean, how long is it going to take before we see a return -- the prison 

population in America keeps growing, not shrinking, how long before we going to see 

these programs intervening, finding the ADHD kids, the kids with psychological 

problems, the kids whose parents are not providing them adequately with a head start in 

life, and reducing crime? 

 

DELEGATE NORTON:  Most children who qualify for Headstart don't get it.  

The fact is that we already see the results. 

 

MS. ERBE:  What percent is that, do you know? 

 

DELEGATE NORTON:  In fact, we already see the results in Headstart because 

it has been studied, and over studied, and studied again, and these children tested against 

one another, tested against children who didn't Headstart, and we see them almost 

immediately. 

 



MS. ECHAVESTE:  I think the point is, why states haven't made this decision.  

I'll give you an example, California 30 years ago, 40 years, whenever I was in grade 

school, spent on a per student capita in the top 5 of all the 50 states, now it spends -- 

 

MS. ERBE:  Proposition whatever. 

 

MS. ECHAVESTE:  Proposition 13, and now it's in the bottom five of the 50 

states.  This is the seventh largest economy in the world, but it spends a lot on prisons.  

So, our political leaders, and Democrats and Republicans, in Congress and in the states, 

have made decisions that they'd rather build prisons than use programs like this. 

 

MS. ERBE:  All right.  I've got to build a little prison here and go to credits. 

 

That's it for this edition of To The Contrary.  Next week we speak with Congresswoman 

Rosa DeLauro about her efforts to close the wage gap.  Whether your views are in 

agreement or to the contrary, please join us next time.  We want to hear from 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.) 

 


