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MS. ERBE:  The FDA will consider reversing a ban on silicone implants for 

cosmetic surgery.  If silicone implants go back on the market, is this a step forward or 

backward for women's health? 

 

KIM GANDY:  Three years is not enough data to determine long-term safety.  

Women deserve better from the FDA. 

 

DANA WHITE:  The greater threat to women's health is our increased desire for 

breast augmentation. 

 

MS. ECHAVESTE:  We have to assume the FDA knows what it's doing, but I 

think it's a step backward. 

 

MS. CONWAY:  Women's health and cosmetic optional surgeries should not be 

confused with each other. 

 

 (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, the Food and Drug Administration considers reintroducing silicone 

breast implants after an 11-year ban. 

 

Then, Governor-elect Schwartzenegger's groping scandal and how it could affect 

his tenure in office. 

 

Behind the headlines, mothers in the U.S. Senate, and how their increasing 

numbers are changing the culture of the Senate. 

 

Up first, breast implants.  Women seeking cosmetic breast augmentation may 

soon have the option of silicone gel implants once again.  This coming week, 

manufacturers of the device will ask the Food and Drug Administration to end an 11-year 

ban.  The implants were taken off the market after thousands of women with ruptured 

implants developed chronic immune system disorders, and manufacturers paid out 

billions to settle lawsuits.  Later, though, research and analysis by the Mayo Clinic, 

Harvard Medical School, and the National Academy of Sciences found no direct 

connection between leaked silicone gel and those disorders.  Silicone implants were still 

allowed for breast cancer patient's reconstructive surgery.  Manufacturers say it's time to 

allow that cosmetic use again. 

 

The National Organization for Women joined other women's groups in protest 

this past week in Washington saying there isn't enough long-term safety data.  The 

American Society of Plastic Surgeons reports, the number of women opting for implants 

nearly 600 percent since the ban from 32,000 in 1992 to 225,000 last year.  The majority 

of these women received FDA approved saline implants. 



 

So, Kim Gandy, what's going to happen at the FDA and what should happen? 

 

KIM GANDY:  I'm testifying in the hearing on Tuesday, but we don't know what 

they'll decide.  We do know that when the implants were banned in 1992, they were 

allowed to continue making them available in clinical trials, which means there should be 

now 11 years worth of clinical trial data.  The scientists tell us that the worst problems 

develop seven to ten years after implantation.  That's when the problems start showing 

up.  What's being presented to the FDA on Tuesday, only three years of that data is being 

presented, the rest of it is not available to us or to anyone else.  We think the FDA should 

demand it. 

 

MS. ERBE:  What I don't understand, there are two things, first and foremost, 

why did the FDA allow the use for reconstructive surgery for women who have had 

breast cancer or other situations that need surgery, a); and b) if there were all those 

horrendous problems, and it was found not to be a result of the silicone, then what caused 

those problems? 

 

KIM GANDY:  You know, we had a whole symposium that brought a lot of 

scientists together.  Silicone, apparently, causes a lot of conditions that are not traditional 

in the sense that they don't fall neatly into any of the categories that we recognize.  They 

cross a lot of categories.  And so, if you referred to it as this category, or that category, 

it's hard to identify.  But the FDA's own study in 2001 and an NIH study also in 2001 

showed increased risks of fibromyalgia, various kinds of cancer, including brain and 

cervical cancer, and three studies show increased suicide risk.  We think there needs to be 

more information. 

 

MS. ECHAVESTE:  I think one of the problems is that the clinical trials were 

probably necessary because many cancer, breast cancer, survivors, reconstruction is 

something that they not just choose, but need for their own psyche, for them to feel that 

they have survived.  So, in a way, I think the FDA made the right choice for two reasons, 

one to respond to a real need, and two, to develop the data that could allow a real 

thorough analysis of what the consequences are, which is the point of, if we've got 11 

years worth of data, let's have it all out there so we can make an intelligent decision. 

 

MS. CONWAY:  The FDA in this country really lags behind other first world 

countries in terms of many of the approval process for medical devices, for secondary 

uses, for off-label uses of pre-approved drugs, and we've done data over the years of 

physicians, and these are physicians whose patients are really in critical care situations, 

oncologists, cardiologists, neurosurgeons, and to a science these physicians will tell you 

that the FDA often impedes their ability to treat their patients as they want, particularly 

with off-label uses.  I've got to believe that either there was a tremendous lobbying effort 

by the pro-silicone breast implant folks, or the FDA is fairly comfortable that they have 

amassed enough data to let this go forward.  But, you know, Kim, I can't -- 

 



MS. ERBE:  Is there nobody on this panel who thinks women should be given the 

option?  I mean, first and foremost --  

 

MS. CONWAY:  I was just about to say that, I am struck that the pro choice 

mantra does not include, certainly, a woman's right to choose to have these implants. 

 

KIM GANDY:  It absolutely does.  But you can't -- 

 

MS. CONWAY:  How is that?  You're protesting against having them in the 

market. 

 

KIM GANDY:  It's not a choice.  Oh, no, they're actually available now, there are 

hundreds and hundreds of doctors around the country doing clinical trials. 

 

MS. CONWAY:  Cosmetic surgery is a choice. 

 

KIM GANDY:  A woman who desperately wants silicone as opposed to saline 

can get them in a clinical trial.  But the problem is, the information is not there.  It's not a 

choice if the information is being withheld from you.  You can't put a blindfold on 

somebody and say, here, pick one.  They can't make a valid choice without information. 

 

MS. ERBE:  This is going to sound like a totally off the wall question, but why is 

there not a campaign to get men to get over their fixation with boobs as opposed to -- 

 

MS. CONWAY:  You know the same needs addressing for women, women are 

getting implants --  

 

MS. ERBE:  -- I knew a woman, this was 20 years ago, she married a guy, he 

divorced her because she wouldn't have implants, then he married another woman who 

had small breasts and talked her into it.  The point is, get over it already. 

 

DANA WHITE:  The other thing that's interesting is your statistic about women 

with implants are 6 times more likely to commit suicide.  We don't deal with what is that 

insatiable desire to get bigger breasts.  And is it about men, and what's going on with 

women psychologically that you feel so, I must do this to obtain the affections of a man.  

That's ridiculous, especially when you're putting your health at risk. 

 

MS. ERBE:  Is that just -- but changing cultural attitudes in that way is just seen 

as an insurmountable obstacle, so let's go after the regulation of it? 

 

KIM GANDY:  It so happens, we for the last seven years have been doing an 

Annual Love Your Body Day, to say that healthy bodies are beautiful, and what women 

need are healthy bodies, and not ones that conform to some unattainable ideal.  The data 

is set a year out.  But it just so happens that on Wednesday, the second day of the FDA 

hearings, is on Annual Love Your Body Day, where women around the country will be 

talking about being healthy. 



 

MS. CONWAY:  And they'll be lying, because women don't love their bodies.  I 

have no idea why, but women have never been less happy about the way they look.  And 

now we've got this entire anti-obesity campaign. 

 

MS. ERBE:  If you don't do a cultural movement to try to change that -- 

 

MS. CONWAY:  I don't know that what NOW is doing can ever be called a 

cultural movement, an all-inclusive movement.  However, the whole idea of loving your 

body is a very good one.  But then why are we being so punitive towards kids who are a 

little bit overweight, and starting to sue the fast food manufacturers, and that is going to 

divert resources, message money, and manpower away from important issues. 

 

MS. ERBE:  All right, speaking of diverting resources, we've got to go on to the 

next topic, from perfect bodies to sunny California. 

 

Arnold Schwartzenegger will be sworn in as California's next governor next 

month.  It's still unsure what impact the multiple allegations of sexual harassment raised 

against Schwartzenegger will have on his administration.  Despite those charges, he won 

with overwhelming support from both men and women.  According to the Washington 

Post, 42 percent of women voted for Schwartzenegger; the second place candidate, Cruz 

Bustamante received only 37 percent of the women's vote. 

 

Schwartzenegger apologized to women for his bad behavior, and promised to 

discuss the specific allegations after the election.  Democratic Attorney General Bill 

Lockyar (sp) has already called on Schwartzenegger to volunteer for a state investigation 

of the harassment allegations.  Schwartzenegger also gives his wife credit for many of the 

women's votes that swept him into office. 

 

So, Kellyanne Conway, was Maria Shriver his not so secret weapon, or how 

otherwise would you explain the women's vote, 42 percent for Schwartzenegger, 37 

percent for Bustamante? 

 

MS. CONWAY:  I think there's no question that women really rallied around 

Schwartzenegger.  California is a 45 percent registered Democratic state, there's no 

reason anybody with an "R" after his name, even being married to a Kennedy and an 

effective communicating Kennedy at that, should have won this election.  It does tell you 

that those who ran around and said, this election, it's important, California is a liberal 

state, it's important that we allow civil unions to go forward, and that we protect abortion 

rights, that's not what this election was about.  This election was not about Arnold 

Schwartzenegger having groped women, which he denied and apologized for, this 

election was about Gray Davis having groped everybody's wallets. 

 

MS. ERBE:  That said, there are women -- look, women are on different sides of 

this issue, but there are plenty of women who were horrified by what he did to women, 



does this say that there are women out there who:  a) don't care; and b) maybe like that 

kind of attention from men? 

 

MS. CONWAY:  Two things there, yes.  First of all, those are all allegations.  He 

gave a very -- 

 

MS. ERBE:  Look, I think he, himself, established in terms of the facts that a lot 

of this did happen, and he said he would look into it more closely after he was elected. 

 

MS. CONWAY:  Fine.  Let's hypothetically say that's true.  He did something that 

Bill Clinton never did, which was he apologized.  And he did something else Bill Clinton 

never did, which was he had his wife go out there and basically say, I stand by my 

husband, and this is an important marriage, and I just think some people are angry that a 

Kennedy not only supported a man --  

 

KIM GANDY:  I've never heard anybody say that Hillary Clinton didn't stand by 

her man. 

 

MS. CONWAY:  Of course, she stood by him before he cheated on her the 

seventh and eighth time.  She went on 60 Minutes before he was president, because it was 

politically expedient. 

 

KIM GANDY:  The Schwartzenegger allegations are not about cheating, though, 

it's about trying to take off women's bathing suits. 

 

MS. CONWAY:  Oh, come on, Kim, so why did women vote for him?  This is a 

$37 million deficit, this is more important to them. 

 

KIM GANDY:  It was very much painted as a political dirty trick.  I think these 

allegations should have come out two months earlier, or three months earlier, had an 

opportunity to hear the women, I think the result would have been very different.  The 

timing of it was such that I think a lot of women believed that it was -- 

 

MS. CONWAY:  That a thousand people have cancelled their subscription to the 

LA Times.  People redirected their ire elsewhere. 

 

DANA WHITE:  I also think the big story in this is what happened to the 

Democrats.  I mean, even Bustamante's numbers among Democrats, he only got 74 

percent.  I mean, the story is how do the Democrats reinvigorate their base, because they 

didn't come out for Gray or for Bustamante the way you thought they should have, would 

have.  And that's the story.  I mean, why?  What's going on with the Democratic Party in 

California. 

 

KIM GANDY:  This tells us something about what's going on now that if you 

preside over a huge economic decline that people are going to vote you out of office, 

maybe that's what will happen to George Bush. 



 

MS. ECHAVESTE:  I think that this question -- 

 

MS. ERBE:  And we should say, you're from California. 

 

MS. ECHAVESTE:  I'm from California. 

 

MS. ERBE:  So, what do you think happened with the women out there? 

 

MS. ECHAVESTE:  I worry about my family still living there, because 

fundamentally the state is broken.  And this is first and foremost a rejection of Gray 

Davis, and by extension a rejection of the Democratic Party, because people tried to 

persuade Davis, you don't understand how angry people are, you need to get out of this.  

And then they rallied around him, but it was a losing battle, because a fundamental thing 

was that Davis was the wrong man.  And if the Democratic Party had been smart, and it 

frankly had the discipline that the Republicans have, they would have said, you know, get 

your butt off of this governor's seat, because we're going to put someone who actually 

can win. 

 

Number two --  

 

MS. ERBE:  What about the women, tell me more about the women's reaction? 

 

MS. ECHAVESTE:  I think what happened --  

 

MS. ERBE:  Because a lot of people in the women's community looked at all 

these allegations coming out, and then him sort of first denying them, then admitting 

them, and they said, this is ridiculous. 

 

MS. ECHAVESTE:  Part of it is that it came so suddenly.  Look, there was a very 

shortened campaign period, there was an air of this is a campaign dirty trick, we don't 

know.  And so there wasn't enough time to really get to the bottom, is this something that 

needs to be looked at.  And the anger towards Davis was so great.  And, frankly, I'm a 

huge fan of Cruz Bustamante, and I think part of it, he ran a poor campaign.  And he was 

very patronizing in that debate, and he really turned off a lot of people.  And California is 

about television. 

 

MS. ERBE:  All right.  And this is about television.  Moving on to the next topic, 

behind the headlines, remember the song, My Daddy Is President, it was popular when 

John F. Kennedy was the father of young children while occupying the Oval Office.  That 

was four decades ago.  The new version could be, My Mommy Is Senator.  For the first 

time in history, there are enough mothers of young children in the U.S. Senate to form a 

caucus, and with that newfound power some female Senators are trying to change the 

way the Senate does business to accommodate a working mother's lifestyle, To The 

Contrary takes a look. 

 



The year was 1922, 87-year-old women's rights advocate Rebecca Felton was 

long past her child-rearing years when she made history as the first appointed female U.S. 

Senator.  Her honorary one-day term did little to change the masculine face of the Senate.  

Sixteen years later, Hattie Caraway became the first elected female Senator, winning the 

seat of her late husband.  Widows and never married daughters of male Senators 

populated the Senate one or two at a time until 1981.  That's when Paula Hawkins of 

Maitland, Florida, campaigning as the Maitland Housewife, became the first U.S. Senator 

who was also a wife and mother, a juggling act that according to current U.S. Senators 

and mothers of small children, is no easy task. 

 

SENATOR HUTCHISON:  You don't know what you're going to be doing in any 

one day.  You don't know if the votes are going to be at 10 or 3, or 6, or 8, or 7, and so 

you aren't in control of your schedule, and that makes your family in upheaval all the 

time as well. 

 

SENATOR LAMBERT LINCOLN:  Being a Senator as a mother of young 

children has maybe particular challenges some of my older male colleagues don't have, 

and never would be able to grasp, but there's a lot of working women out there today that 

can grasp exactly what I do. 

 

MS. ERBE:  Despite the demands of being a U.S. Senator, mothers continue to 

aspire to it.  In 1992, the so-called Year of the Woman, five female Senators were swept 

into office, including Patty Murray, who ran as A Mom in Tennis Shoes.  Today there are 

a record 14 women Senators, nine of them mothers, four with school-aged children.  Two 

Democrats, Blanche Lambert Lincoln from Arkansas, and Mary Landrieu of Louisiana, 

and two Republicans, Kay Bailey Hutchison from Texas, and Alaska's Lisa Murkowski. 

 

In addition to erratic hours, these Senate moms face heavy workloads and 

extensive travel.  Senator Murkowski flies 11 hours to Anchorage every weekend to see 

her sons.  Senators with children living in Washington also struggle to find family time. 

 

SENATOR HUTCHISON:  For the ones who have their families here, and they 

can go home for dinner, they try to get a window between votes.  If we're going to vote at 

night, at least have the 6 to 8 window, so that they could be with their families. 

 

SENATOR LAMBERT LINCOLN:  I know people will say, you don't bring your 

children.  I say, well, this is not a child-friendly place.  They can't come into the lobby, 

they can't come onto the floor, they can't come back here.  You know, if I'm going to 

spend time with them, where would I take them up here.  They'd have to sit in my office, 

and I would have to walk back and forth. 

 

SENATOR HUTCHISON:  For me, because my babies are very small, I like to be 

able to put them to bed, so if I can be out by 8 and be able to put them to bed, generally, 

I'll just keep them with me.  I'll be in the office, or take them with me where I need to go.  

And then, if I can put them to bed, I can work the rest of the night. 

 



MS. ERBE:  Senator Lincoln says, motherhood has made her more aggressive 

toward meeting her constituents needs.  She spent time shadowing a mother leaving 

welfare, and found common ground when the woman's child cried as mom dropped the 

child off at daycare. 

 

SENATOR LAMBERT LINCOLN:  You know what, it doesn't tug any less on 

the heartstrings of a welfare mom than it does on the mother who happens to be a 

Senator.  So, I think it's important for us as legislators to realize that when we're talking 

about childcare, and we're talking about transportation, and we're talking about getting 

people off of assistance into independence, we have to realize that there's a multitude of 

factors there. 

 

MS. ERBE:  Although her legislative agenda may differ from Senator Lincoln's, 

Republican Senator Hutchison agrees motherhood has changed her priorities. 

 

SENATOR HUTCHISON:  When you're a mom, you really realize how 

vulnerable children are, and how much they deserve protection, and so you do start 

looking at the things that we can do to give children the best education that you can, and 

the best cocoon from violence or mistreatment. 

 

SENATOR LAMBERT LINCOLN:  We've got to dig down and realize what's 

important to families, and it's not only in that will we find how to make the Senate more 

family-friendly, but we will also discover in the legislation, and the things that we do 

how we can better understand the American families, and their needs, and their concerns. 

 

MS. ERBE:  Do you think, Maria Echaveste, that big institutions, be they 

corporate or government, and you worked in the Clinton White House, is it a place where 

a mother of young children can succeed? 

 

MS. ECHAVESTE:  Very, very difficult.  I saw a recent statistic that said, women 

in high corporate executive jobs, almost 42 percent of them had no children.  Men in 

those same type of jobs, only 1 percent of them had no children.  And I think that 

basically tells you, and it was certainly true in the White House, if you looked at high 

level women who had White House jobs, they either were not married, or their children 

were grown.  And if you looked at 80 percent of the men, they had young children.  So, I 

actually think it's terrific that we've got these Senators.  There is slowly a chipping away, 

but it's not easy, and we're a very long way from having women with young children -- 

and I have to say, as a mother of young children, that you have to -- this is not a thing 

where you can combine them.  It is really hard to do, and you have to really choose being 

a mom really well, doing that job really well, or having that high paced job, and trust me, 

those Senators have support that I would love to have to be able to do both of those jobs. 

 

MS. CONWAY:  This is a fantastic story, I really credit To The Contrary for 

bringing this to public's consciousness, because we all bring our life's experiences to our 

jobs.  And the fact that anyone in politics can look at politics through a prism other than 



politics, in this case through their families and through the needs of children, can't help 

but be very, very useful in terms of policy. 

 

What we did not cover in the piece, and what I really liked, is the fact that 

apparently these 14 U.S. Senators come together once a month, which is ambitious, as we 

all know, to come together once a month with a group of other women, and they just dine 

together.  They just talk about different things, talk about nonpartisanship at work. 

 

And Catherine Whitney wrote a book in 2000, I think it was, called Nine And 

Counting, and at that time there were nine United States Senators, and we haven't had a 

so-called Year of the Woman since where that's been so distinct, and yet we now have 

14.  And these all seem to be women who are there enthusiastically, by choice not 

through circumstance, which is that much more heartening. 

 

MS. ERBE:  Do you think you can change these big institutions?  Senator 

Hutchison talked about instituting a dinner hour, from 6 to 8 they don't have votes.  Of 

course, that doesn't mean they don't call you back and you're there until 2 in the morning 

moments after you've been able to run home, but when you have to work really hard, and 

being a member of Congress, being any politician, you know, does it make it necessarily 

neigh until impossible to have small kids. 

 

DANA WHITE:  I think what's great about this is also, if you change the sort of 

environment, people are much more productive.  If people feel happier in their 

workplace, they feel like they can satisfy all of the demands on their time, then they're 

much more productive workers, corporations have found that out.  And that should be 

true of the Senate, too. 

 

MS. ECHAVESTE:  And, indeed, on that looking for the 6 to 8 dinner rule, it 

turned out that there were some male Senators also supporting it because they'd like to go 

home and have dinner with their children. 

 

MS. ERBE:  Is that the big difference?  I mean, you talked about 1 percent of the 

men not having children, and 42 percent of the high-powered career women not having 

children.  Will men also get the benefit of starting and wanting to spend more time with 

their families? 

 

MS. ECHAVESTE:  We're starting to see it with Family Medical Leave Act, we 

was men. 

 

KIM GANDY:  That's the example I was going to give, Family and Medical 

Leave, men are taking very good advantage of Family and Medical Leave Act 

opportunities, although they're getting a lot of grief from other men.  We get reports that 

men get more grief from their bosses for taking family and medical leave, but the more 

men who do it, the more it becomes clear that being a part of a family is important to both 

genders. 

 



MS. CONWAY:  There's a horrible stereotype, too, and I think in recent years this 

is made that much more true with some members of Congress, all men in this case, who 

have let these stereotypes exist for a reason, which is that idle minds, idle hands, will 

become adulterous.  That this extra time you may have between 6 and 8 means you're 

carrying on some kind of extramarital affair.  If the culture can be changed somehow, 

even intangibly so that people, everybody, is encouraged to go grab that dinner, go spend 

time with their families, not someone else's families, that's got to be a good thing, too. 

 

MS. ECHAVESTE:  Well, I think we're struggling, we live in a society where 

family is an incredibly important institution, and so in this small respect, Kellyanne, I do 

worry about the institution, because it is the place where you get your values, and where 

you develop the bonds to help you be a better person.  So anything that helps support that 

institution is something that I'm in favor of. 

 

DANA WHITE:  I worked for Congressman J.C. Watts, and he always went back 

to Oklahoma, and he was always very engaged with his children, he had five of them.  

And they do value, even the men who tease other men about it, they regret that they're not 

more a part of theirs, and I think this can help change the part that men do play in their 

children's lives because she's got votes, so you're cooking dinner, you're heating things 

up. 

 

MS. CONWAY:  This will encourage women who don't run for office, maybe, to 

feel like it's a much more hospitable environment. 

 

MS. ERBE:  Let's hope so, because there's certainly a need for more female 

candidates out there. 

 

That's it for this edition of To The Contrary.  Next week, research on microbicides 

could provide an alternative to the elusive AIDS vaccine, and allow women to protect 

themselves from HIV infection.  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.) 

 


