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MS. ERBE:  This week on “To the Contrary,” up first the fully scandal fractures 

the Republican Party’s family values coalition.  How will women voters react?  Then, 

school shootings.  What will make parents feel secure again?  Behind the headlines: 

pregnant women’s civil rights are at risk according to a women’s rights group organized 

to defend them.  

 

Hello.  I’m Bonnie Erbe.  Welcome to “To the Contrary,” a discussion of news 

and social trends from diverse perspectives.  Up first, scandal meets family values. 

 

Former Representative Mark Foley’s page email scandal has some asking 

Republicans, what family values?  Foley resigned his seat after lewd emails to pages 

were linked to the media.  He’s since come out as being gay, a victim of sexual abuse by 

clergy, and alcoholic.  The ramifications of this scandal seem to be fracturing the 

Republican family values coalition.  James Dobson’s Focus on the Family didn’t release 

a statement on the incident until four days after Foley’s resignation.   

 

A web statement from the president of the Family Research Council said the real 

issue was, quote, pro-homosexual political correctness.  Conservative talk show host 

Michael Reagan conversely called for the resignation of any member of Congress who 

knew of the e-mail exchanges and protected Foley, as have other conservatives.  As 

House Speaker Dennis Hastert, who knew of the e-mails months earlier, fights to keep his 

job, other Republicans are wondering whether family values voters will continue to vote 

Republican and what that may do to Republican control of the House and Senate in next 

month’s elections.  

 

So, Congresswoman Norton, will this scandal change the way conservative 

mothers, conservative women vote next month? 

 

MS. NORTON:  I’ll tell you, Bonnie, I can’t believe that women of any political 

stripe will follow the male family values apologists who now show that their foremost 

value is retaining their own political power.   

 

MS. HEALY:  Bonnie, this is so revolting I can’t imagine that it’s not going to be 

on the minds of moms and dads, liberals and conservatives in November, and I think 

they’re going to be asking a bigger question which is, what else is being covered up?     

 

MS. BEYER:  I agree with Dr. Healy.  I think this is the kind of scandal that hits 

every mother in the pit of her stomach and I think it is going to be reflected on Election 

Day.   

  

MS. BERNARD:  I mean, what we know about this scandal is that it has angered 

in already very angry and very disgusted electorate.  I mean, this Republican-led 

Congress’ performance has been abysmal and we’re going to see the results in 

November.  

 



MS. ERBE:  Is it going to fall out differently among women voters than men 

voters.  Are women voters going to take this as mothers more to heart than men will as 

fathers?        

 

MS. NORTON:  You know, if ever there was a women’s issue or soccer moms’ 

issue, this is it.  Obviously, today we know that women’s issues are every issue, but who 

feels this kind of stuff most?  Who still, with all of our feminism, still feels closer to 

children and who will be most disgusted that you can send a kid to one of the most 

glorious experiences right in the Congress and even there the kid will not be safe.  Moms 

first.  

 

MS. BEYER:  And you know who has put a voice to this and I’ve been very 

proud of her?  I in fact talked to her this week – Bay Buchanan.  Bay Buchanan is a die-

hard conservative.  No one could ever challenge that, but she is the mother of three boys 

and she came out as soon as she heard about that email.  She said, how could you have a 

question?  This thing had predator written all over it and she has said publicly she is 

disappointed that they put politics over the children and she said, I don’t have anything to 

vote for.  This is not the leadership I would have put in.  At the very basic issue of 

protecting a child, they are not there for you  

 

MS. ERBE:  Why?  But I still think that there’s a – particularly in Bible-belt areas 

of the country, which is an awful lot of the country, I know women who are still planning 

to vote Republican despite this.  They are churchgoing, self-described Christian women 

who are more loyal to the party than they think this is a problem for their children.   

 

MS. BERNARD:  Well, I’m glad you know them and I don’t.  I don’t know any 

women who are no unaffected by this scandal.  And as close to home as this hits for 

mothers and for women in particular, you’ve got to know that there are a lot of fathers out 

there that are thinking this could have been my son who could be a page on Capitol Hill 

and have male members of Congress running after them.  I think for that reason you’re 

going to see fathers equally as angry and as disturbed by what’s going on.   

 

MS. HEALY:  I think you also have to remember, though, that the elections are 

local and I think there is a much broader ramification.  I mean, if you love your 

congressman and you feel you know him or her and they’ve been in for a long time, it 

may not affect your voting.  But I think there is a bigger, bigger issue about what is 

actually going on in Congress, what’s going on in Capitol Hill, what’s going on in the 

Oval Office when things like this are happening?  Sex does not belong in these places and 

particularly not sex against these children.   

 

MS. NORTON:  Classically what happens at a situation like this where people 

don’t want to vote Democratic, for example, this is what they mean when they say people 

stay home.  There’s a sense out there – look, let’s cleanse the place.  I at least don’t want 

to be on record as not finding a way to say I protest, and one way to protest is just not to 

come out.  And remember, this is a non-presidential year, so a lot of people don’t come 

out anyway.   



 

MS. ERBE:  Well, what about the family values coalition, so to speak, and the 

Republican Party?  What future for it?  This is a coalition that was the Republican 

coalition if we go beyond the family values coalition, was made up of the family values, 

grassroots, social conservatives in addition to individual rights conservatives, in addition 

to low taxes conservatives, so does this – and it was a very fragile but very successful 

coalition to begin with.  Can it hang together now?  What future?   

 

MS. BERNARD:  Well, I think, what we’re seeing is that people are eating their 

own.  I mean, there is a lot of divisiveness here.  A lot of these organizations I personally 

feel made a huge mistake in not coming out and denouncing the actions of former 

Representative Foley right away.  

 

I think they have also made a huge mistake by all of a sudden engaging in this 

homophobic talk and blaming this on homophobia – on homosexuals when we know that 

men abuse children, girls abuse children, I mean, women abuse children.  It’s male on 

male, it’s woman on woman, it’s boy and girl.  I mean, to tie it to homosexual sex – it’s a 

problem.   

 

MS. HEALY:   Well, you know I think we ought to also get some more 

information.  On Thursday, the Washington Post reported shocking details that had not 

been out before.  This was not just about asking for a photograph, this was sexual 

behavior, it was internet sex, it was massages, it was going to his home.  This is very, 

very serious and I don’t know why it’s dribbled out so slowly.  I’d like to know who else 

on Capitol Hill knew about it, whether they worked in the offices, whether they worked – 

other members of Congress – who was covering this up?   

 

MS. BEYER:  Because the bottom line is other children went through these 

offices in the wake of even those initial indications that there was a problem and if 

anything happened to any of those other children, you know, it really falls to the feet of 

those who knew that.   

 

MS. NORTON:  The word without – that children were told at least among 

themselves, stay away from Foley.  They knew they should stay away from Foley.  

Where were the rest of us?   

 

MS. ERBE:  Bottom line: what does this do to the House?  Before this scandal 

broke, I was thinking the Republicans were still on pretty good shape to retain at least the 

House.  The Democrats of course need 15 seats to pick it up.  Does this give the 

Democrats outright those 15 seats the need or not? 

 

MS. NORTON:  Not outright, but it’s certainly – I have never been one of those 

who counted those chickens before they were hatched, but I have to say what is there to 

make conservative voters come out?  And if you come out – and don’t expect them to 

vote for Democrats.  If you come out and you want to vote for a House where the entire 

leadership – not one man, not two people, but the entire leadership may be implicated in 



this cover up because they all knew something.  They all knew something – they passed it 

on up, they say, to the speaker.  It does seem to me that you can count one seat – we 

ought to have Foley’s seat, and you may be able to count others.  I agree about all 

elections being local, but if you are a family values voter and you see your entire 

leadership doing precisely what you most abhor, the only way to cast your protest vote is 

not to vote.   

 

MS. BEYER:   And that is they point that Bay Buchanan made, but there are 

some other issues where this conservative coalition is divided.  On IVF, you know, the 

Catholic Church doesn’t like it, yet the president used those IVF babies to promote his 

opposition to stem cell research. 

 

On immigration, the Republican Party has a very hard line on immigrants, but yet 

the Catholic Church wants to encourage immigration.  They have a lot of Hispanics.  So I 

do think you’re right: there is kind of a crumbling of this coalition that certainly doesn’t 

help. 

 

MS. ERBE:   All right.  From scandal to tragedy. 

 

(Begin video segment.) 

 

President Bush is convening a White House conference next week pulling 

together education and law enforcement experts to prepare a federal response to the 

recent spate of deadly tragic school shootings.   

 

This week’s execution-style murders of five girls in an Amish schoolhouse in 

Pennsylvania and the grave wounding of five more follows the recent murder of a school 

principal in Wisconsin and the abuse and murder of a female student in Colorado.  All 

took place within a week.   

 

This has parents and educators nationwide demanding action.  National PTA 

president elect Jan Harp Domene, says one of the first steps toward protecting students 

and teachers is to restore federal funds. 

 

JAN HARP DOMENE:  The area of safe and drug-free schools – that whole part 

of the budget has been cut drastically.  These are people that come in and do counseling 

after violent events.  These are people who have intervention programs.  I think we need 

to be proactive instead of reactive.   

 

We’re turning into a society that waits for something to happen for us to go in 

there and take care of it. 

 

MS. ERBE:  Domene hopes politics doesn’t invade the White House conference.   

 



MS. DOMENE:  Getting close to election, I don’t want to see this is being used as 

a tool in the political race.  Our children are not tools.  Our children are so precious to us.  

They are our nation’s most precious natural resource.   

 

(End video segment.) 

 

MS. ERBE:  What will it take to make federal schools safe?  Is there anything – I 

mean, to make schools safe.  Is there anything the federal government can do? 

 

MS. BEYER:  Well, you know, call me old-fashioned, but I think we need more 

gun control in this country.  And Mayor Bloomberg, a Republican from New York, was 

in Pennsylvania a month ago campaigning there trying to advance some legislative 

measures in Pennsylvania that would bring some gun control and sadly just days after this 

incident in Lancaster the legislature signaled it was not going to take up even legislation 

that would have banned semi-automatic weapons.  

 

And I just think that – the numbers show us that of all the industrialized nations, 

this is where we are suffering from gun violence more than any other country.  I don’t 

understand it and I think it’s the gun lobby.  It’s a lot of the money that goes into these 

campaigns by the NRA.     

 

MS. ERBE:  What do we think will come out of the White House conference next 

week or what should come out of the White House conference next week?  

 

MS. HEALY:  I think there ought to be a national focus on this and I think there 

are some very simple things.  Maybe I’m taking it right down to the level of those 

children in that environment.  You know, you have to have phones.  You have to have 

some sort of a security system in a place that takes care of our children.  We have it in the 

places we work.  We have it in our colleges and on college campuses.   

 

But secondly, there must be – we must think about swipe cards and security.  

Why shouldn’t you lock the doors of schools where our most vulnerable people are?  Just 

use the same simple security we are all used to in our own work environment and use 

them for children.  And I think that maybe you hate to see it, but these are the times.   

 

MS. NORTON:  Well, in big city schools all across the United States we already 

have the magnometers, we have the locked door.  Yes, you can do that to every little 

schoolhouse in the country.  I would hate to see that happen.  

 

On the other hand, one thing that doesn’t help is for the administration to try to 

zero out gun violence money and over the last four years it’s going down $100 million.  

If you want to know how a federal government can help, schools are run by localities.  

The only way the federal government can help, frankly, is through resources.  And we 

have, if anything, shown that we don’t put a value on those resources.  Maybe this will 

help turn it around.   

 



MS. HEALY:  Let me just get back to one quick comment.  We lock our doors at 

home.  Why can’t we lock our school doors to protect our children?  You would never 

leave your doors open. 

 

MS. ERBE:  You think this would have stopped him?  I mean, he would have 

broken a window and then – 

 

MS. HEALY:  Well, there were a lot of – they didn’t have cell phones, they didn’t 

have any –  

 

MS. ERBE:  Do you think cell phones would have helped? 

 

MS. HEALY:  We have to work on every level, but let’s not forget the level of 

the individual child.   

 

MS. ERBE:  But let me ask you think, because I was thinking about it in terms of 

that Pennsylvania schoolhouse.  I mean, would they even have anybody who would know 

how to run an airport screening system at a one-room private schoolhouse?  Do they have 

the resources to put up, I mean, federal government-like security? 

 

MS. HEALY:  Well, I think we need to have state involvement, we have to have 

local community involvement, and we have to have federal involvement.  I don’t think 

this is something that’s going to be engineered from Washington, D.C.  

 

MS. BEYER:  And I don’t think much could have stopped what happened. I hate 

to say.  This was a very disturbed guy and the juxtaposition of the peaceful Amish 

people, who the bedrock of their philosophy is openness, sharing and – you know, they 

were not ready for anything like this.  These kids had never watched television.  They 

didn’t even know about the violent society in which they lived in the United States and 

it’s been very sad watching all of this.  

 

MS. ERBE:  What do you want to see come out of the White House conference?   

 

MS. BERNARD:  I almost feel silly in saying this.  I really just wish that we 

could find a way to make people live in peace, and obviously that’s not going to come out 

of the White House conference.   

 

I know one thing that’s probably not going to come out of the White House 

conference is anyone advocating for more gun control, which I personally think maybe 

that is a good thing.  Maybe we do need more gun control, but even to the extent that we 

were able to actually do that, I don’t know what we can do to prevent people who were 

just bad actors or who are crazy.  I just don’t know what we do.  I don’t know if we will 

ever be able to do anything that will 100-percent prevent things like this from occurring.  

 

MS. NORTON:  Yeah, this one is really not a model.  I mean, the Amish could 

not have had phones because they don’t believe in that.  This is really not the model for 



how to do something.  And I do think, yeah, it matters – it may be political to have this 

conference, but it matters to draw some attention on it because it may indeed be that 

many school systems, which, yes, could lock doors so that you couldn’t get in, maybe at 

least for people who are not maniacs.  I agree with you: the maniacs are going to do what 

they’re going to do.  You could keep people out.   

 

I do not think that most school districts in the United States are ready to go to the 

lockdown can’t-come-in mode.  I think that’s why we believe in local control of schools, 

but there are certain safeguards that ought to be there for everybody and yes, cell phones, 

and yes guidance – written guidance about what to do if an intruder comes in, but I think 

each school system has to decide in their own setting how to approach this.  

 

MS. ERBE:  All right.  Behind the headlines: pregnant women.  National 

Advocates for Pregnant Women is a relatively new women’s rights organization that 

works exclusively to defend the civil liberties of pregnant and parenting women.  I asked 

executive director Lynn Paltrow why these women need an organization of their own.   

 

(Begin video segment.) 

 

LYNN PALTROW:  Well, I think what we’re seeing right now is a trend toward 

viewing women once they become pregnant as people who lose their civil rights, so a 

woman who decides to defer having a C-section and then suffers a still birth, is 

prosecuted for murder in Utah.  A woman who experiences a still birth in Oklahoma is 

sitting in jail on first degree murder charges.  Women who want to have a vaginal birth 

after a C-section are picked up by the police and forced to have an unnecessary C-section.  

So there are a range of issues that are affecting not just women who seek to end their 

pregnancies, but also those who want to go to term.   

 

MS. ERBE:  Does this happen all the time or are these isolated events? 

 

MS. PALTROW:  I think in terms of the millions of women who have given birth 

in this country that these cases are statistically not that common.  I think growing out of 

the anti-abortion movement, women as people who were supposed to be able to guarantee 

a perfectly healthy outcome to there pregnancy, people were supposed to provide a 

perfect environment to the fetus when they themselves have no rights to adequate 

housing or a living wage or even a safe environment.  But when they don’t, either child 

welfare interventions or criminal interventions are becoming more common.  

 

MS. ERBE:  So how do women lose their constitutional rights when they become 

pregnant?   

 

MS. PALTROW:  I think if somebody said we want to pass a law that says, upon 

becoming pregnant women lose their civil rights, there would be a pretty great outcry 

against it.  But that is actually happening in the guise of laws passed as so-called fetal 

rights law, fetal rights declarations, unborn victims of violence act laws, and these laws 

have been used not to protect women from violence, not to advance maternal and fetal 



health interests, but more and more to justify the arrest, prosecution, and punishment of 

pregnant women who don’t have access to things like drug treatment or mental health 

services or even health care that gives them respect and dignity in the birthing process. 

 

MS. ERBE:  And how does all of this culminate in families being needlessly 

separated? 

 

MS. PALTROW:  Well, we’ve tracked hundreds of cases where women have 

been arrested based on the claim that even before they gave birth they were child abusers 

and in many of these cases, in spite of the hype about drug use being the most dangerous 

thing.  In fact environmental hazards, poverty, cigarettes, alcohol are much more – create 

much greater risk. 

 

There are women who give birth to healthy babies who nevertheless test positive 

for an illegal drug, and they have been arrested and taken to jail, some dragged out of 

their hospitals in chains and shackles, on the theory that they are child abusers before 

they have even given birth.  

 

MS. ERBE:  So do you think the anti-abortion movement meant to penalize 

pregnant women or was this an unintended consequence? 

 

MS. PALTROW:  I would not argue that that’s the sole cause.  I mean, there are a 

lot of factors that exist in our country today.  One of them is the anti-abortion movement 

that I think distracts attention from a lot of deeper problems.   

 

For example, if you can create the illusion of caring for life, people may not 

notice that you’ve taken away their health insurance or that their pensions are being 

stolen or that they can’t make a living wage and support the children they very much 

want, have, and already love.   

 

The issue, though, is I think there are clear consequences of declaring fetuses as 

the form of life that is most deserving of protection and saying really fetuses first; 

women, children and families last, because if fetuses have rights and they have 

protection, pregnant women don’t.   

 

(Begin video segment.) 

 

MS. ERBE:  Do you agree that if fetuses have rights, the pregnant women 

carrying them do not or that their constitutional rights are at risk? 

 

DR HEALY:  I actually do.  And initially when you hear this, it sounds a little 

dramatic that pregnant women will have their civil rights taken away, but when you hear 

about what is going on not in one state, in 30 or 40 states using existing statutes to bring 

criminal action against women, I think this is something – you know, bless the fact that 

some people are coming together and standing up for these truly vulnerable women.  I 

don’t care if they are 200 or 2,000: it is a fundamental principle that these women are 



having the relationship with their fetus becoming a source of mother versus baby.  I 

mean, I thought that went away 50 years ago.  This is outrageous and I think it’s 

something that should get public attention both to help these women, but also to make the 

public aware of just how laws can be twisted to do very, very bad things.  

 

MS. NORTON:  (Unintelligible) – the word because what you have is this club 

going at a problem that this side is only beginning to think through.  What do you do 

about a mother, for example, who is terribly addicted?  Think about it.  We have begun to 

decriminalize all kinds of things.  We don’t think that what you do for alcoholics is to 

throw them in jail.  Many people don’t believe you should criminalize the taking of 

drugs.  They see it as an addiction.   

 

So you begin by saying if a woman is pregnant and abusing herself and her child, 

you don’t want to criminalize it.  You want to get her to where she can get help for that.  

You take it out of the criminal justice system and put it in a system that will in fact do 

what you want to have done in the first place: help the fetus, help the mother.    

 

MS. BERNARD:  Call me crazy, but I think this is nutty.  If you want to have a 

baby and carry your baby to full term, you don’t get to do crack.  It’s illegal.  You don’t 

get to do drugs.  It’s not a matter of picking the mother over the fetus.  Drug use is illegal 

period.  You’re breaking the law, don’t do it.  

 

MS. BEYER:  What is happening, though, and I talked to a women who actually 

ended up in jail because of this law and her name was Mary Barr and she told me about 

the way she was treated while pregnant on the cement floor with 40 other women in a jail 

cell.  

 

She said, during my pregnancy, there was only one time I was afraid of losing my 

child and it was while I was in the jail in those circumstances.  What she said was you 

have a drug problem and now with these laws you are afraid to go get help because 

you’re going to be arrested and thrown in jail, so these women are put into a catch-22 

situation and I think that these legislation, along with a lot of other legislation around the 

country, is designed to create an environment where we can undermine Roe v. Wade.  

 

In my state, we had a legislator last year who put forth a bill that required that a 

pregnant woman who has a miscarriage within 12 hours would have to report it to police 

or she would be arrested.  Now, that is pregnancy police and luckily he was talked out of 

the bill.   

 

DR HEALY:  But you also have to remember, if you think about the medical 

issue here, I think that this kind of stuff will really get to women who need prenatal care 

– they’re not going to seek it if they are afraid they’re going to be snitched on or reported 

or thrown in jail, so you’re going to hurt the very people you are trying to help.  

 

MS. ERBE:  But what about trying to counsel all teenagers in high school: (If 

you’re going to ?) use drugs, don’t get pregnant.   



 

DR HEALY:  Terrific.  But that’s terrific, but this is –  

 

MS. NORTON:  Even if you do it and this (time I want to tell you to ?) don’t do 

it, the one thing we know about addiction is don’t do it doesn’t do it.  (Laughter.)  You 

have got to deal with the fact that a drug addict may in fact get pregnant and if addicted 

while pregnant, you’ve got to face the problem head on.   

 

MS. ERBE:  All right.  And I’ve got to face a problem: we’re out of time.  That’s 

it for this edition of “To the Contrary.”  Next week, the girls who went away.  Pregnant 

high school girls used to be sent away to homes for unwedded mothers.  This book tells 

you where they are now.  Please join us on the web for our “To the Contrary” Extra.  

Whether your views are in agreement or to the contrary, please join us next time.  

 

(END) 


