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.STX 

 



MS. ERBE:  Life-related issues dominate this week's news as a woman in a 

vegetative state is ordered back on a feeding tube, and Congress bans late-term abortion.  

Does this spell an end to the pro choice movement? 

 

MS. BEYER:  To the contrary, this will be a wake up call for the pro choice 

movement. 

 

MS. McGLOWAN:  This is not an end to the pro choice movement, but it's 

definitely an end to a brutal, barbaric procedure. 

 

MS. DeWITT:  This is a blip on the screen, because science is going to push the 

edges of what we know today. 

 

MS. CZARNECKI:  Anyone who thinks this will spell an end to abortion as we 

know it is sadly kidding themselves. 

 

 (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, both Bushes take up the pro life mantra as the president pledges to 

sign a congressional ban on late-term abortion, and his brother, Governor Jeb Bush of 

Florida, steps in to extend the life of a comatose woman. 

 

Then, families sick of life in the stress lane band together to take back downtime 

and protest over extension. 

 

Behind the headlines, New York Times op-ed page editor Gail Collins on the 

history of America's women. 

 

Up first, the Bush brothers and the life issue.  President Bush's signature on the 

so-called partial birth abortion ban will mark the first time in 30 years Congress has 

banned a specific abortion procedure.  But the question is, will this ban stick as abortion 

rights groups challenge the law in court.  They claim it's unconstitutional because it lacks 

an exception for women's health, and doesn't quite specify the procedure to be banned.  

Three years ago, the U.S. Supreme Court struck down a Nebraska State law for these 

reasons. 

 

Meanwhile in Florida, presidential brother and Governor Jeb Bush jumped into 

the life issue full force, intervening in the case of Terry Schiavo by ordering her back on 

artificial feeding.  The woman who has been in a permanent vegetative state for 13 years 

was ordered off feeding tubes following family court action pitting her husband against 

her parents.  The governor's executive order reinstituting artificial life support for Terry 

Schiavo followed the passage of the Save Terry Schiavo Bill by the Florida legislature.  



Governor Bush says he was responding to thousands of requests urging him to act on her 

behalf. 

 

So, Megan Beyer, are these issues related, first and foremost? 

 

MS. BEYER:  I think these cases are sort of related, the whole idea of partial birth 

abortion and then the Schiavo case.  These are very personal, emotional, medical issues 

that are dealt with by doctors, hospitals and patients all the time.  And in both cases, 

government has interjected itself.  In the Schiavo case, it doesn't bother me so much 

because it's one specific case. 

 

This partial birth abortion bill is going to affect thousands of women, many, many 

doctors, and even Rick Santorum, Senator Rick Santorum, himself, in March of this year 

said this may not stop one late term abortion.  So what is this bill all about?  This bill is 

about getting the camel's nose under the tent and reversing Roe v. Wade ultimately.  We 

all know what it's about. 

 

MS. CZARNECKI:  We live in a disposable society.  You can throw away a life 

whether it's at the early stages of life or the end stages of life, and I think this is going to 

correct a little bit of the problems.  And I think a lot of people are against partial birth 

abortion, especially people who believe in pro abortion, the pro choice movement, as you 

would call it, because you deliver a baby three-quarters of the way, kicking it, and you 

just suck out its brains, and then kill it after that. 

 

MS. McGLOWAN:  We know the process, we know the procedure, Karen, but 

my question is, way back when, when we didn't have Caesarians, when we didn't have 

certain procedures to take the child, my niece works in the neonatal unit, and children can 

survive six months on, can we not take those children, can we not do that procedure 

where the child is half born, take the baby on out.  I mean, would that affect the mother's 

life, have we looked at that issue? 

 

MS. BEYER:  Don't you think families, doctors, when it comes to this, those are 

just the decisions that are being made.  I talked to a doctor -- 

 

MS. ERBE:  What about who pays?  I mean, for example, Schiavo, when you 

look at the fact that her husband is continuing to pay for a woman who will never 

recover, the videotape was startling, what if the people who intervened in this case, i.e., 

Governor Bush personally, and the protestors down in Florida who e-mailed him and 

wrote to him, what if they had to pay for these bills?  Don't you think that would shift 

their opinions a little bit? 

 

MS. CZARNECKI:  Well, look at the other side of this, her husband stands to 

inherit -- there's an insurance policy involved, and he wants to marry another woman.  

He's got one child by another woman, and another on the way.  There are other motives 

here that have to be looked at. 

 



MS. McGLOWAN:  Bonnie, what would have solved this problem, as Jeb Bush 

said, is a will, to have this in your will.  But having said it in this case, is it the family, is 

it the husband, who has that choice? 

 

MS. BEYER:  This is a Solomon like choice, and it is, I think, very difficult, and I 

agree with you, I've heard about the specifics of this case, and it does make you wonder 

what the motives are.  But I think it's almost an object lesson, not only to make your 

wishes known, but the idea that a family -- these are very personal decisions, and to have 

a blanket bill like this partial birth abortion bill that's coming up that would affect all 

doctors, all patients in these very specific situations is a dangerous thing. 

 

MS. ERBE:  Do you think that with the late term abortion, partial birth abortion, 

they're both -- one is a technical term, one is a political term, and I give honor to both 

sides in this debate, do you think that there might be some future where liberals and 

conservatives can come on common ground on this? 

 

MS. CZARNECKI:  I think so. 

 

MS. ERBE:  Where is it? 

 

MS. CZARNECKI:  I think it's the recognition that this is a procedure that's 

unnecessary.  My mother, an OB/GYN, says it never has to come to this. 

 

MS. McGLOWAN:  Senator Frist has said this as well. 

 

MS. ERBE:  How does that work? 

 

MS. CZARNECKI:  It's not done in the second trimester, it's usually done very, 

very late, and she says if there are medical procedures, if there re problems with the child 

in the womb, with medical technology today you can do a lot more, and it should never 

have to come to something like this.  She said, she has never in her 40-some-odd years of 

practice, she has never heard of a situation --  

 

MS. ERBE:  Then why is it that the medical community just doesn't take in that 

direction instead of keeping using this procedure if it doesn't have to come to this? 

 

MS. CZARNECKI:  There are different opinions.  A lot of times people are 

coming at it from a variety of different perspectives, just like we do on this show, but 

with everything else that's available out there, whether I believe in it or not, it should 

never have to come to this.  This is murder, and it is brutal. 

 

MS. ERBE:  Karen, let's get you in here. 

 

MS. DeWITT:  Well, I mean, this all comes down to when is life, and what is life, 

and how long life lasts.  And all of this is being pushed further and further by science.  I 

mean, one of my issues is --  



 

MS. ERBE:  What about by religion? 

 

MS. DeWITT:  Religion as well, but I mean religion is one of those things, it's 

like philosophy, it deals with the subjects of life, what is life, what is a happy life, what is 

good, et cetera, et cetera.  The issue here is just that, what is life and how are we going to 

define it?  Because if you're going to say on the one hand the partial birth abortion, or this 

woman should be kept alive ad infinitum, then you also have to deal with things like in 

vitro fertilization, which the Bush administration supports, where you lose many more 

fetuses than you do for partial birth abortions. 

 

MS. McGLOWAN:  That's true. 

 

MS. DeWITT:  Where you're going to, a husband and wife, they're going to put it 

together, the baby has begun, and it doesn't work.  You lose thousands more babies that 

way.  If you want to start at that issue, then you are in partial birth abortion.  So, where is 

the line?  I don't know, and I do think it is a personal decision, and I think it's a 

wrenching decision for each person.  What I don't like is government interceding here 

and saying, you will do this, you will do that. 

 

MS. BEYER:  Karen, I agree with you.  When you listen to the description of this 

procedure, it's horrible.  But I talked to a doctor, Dr. David Grimes, who is affiliated with 

the College of Obstetrics and Gynecology, and I said to him, look, is there ever a 

situation where this has to be done to save a woman's life?  It's so horrible as described.  

He said, yes, I absolutely know of one case.  A woman in her 23rd month of a pregnancy 

had a severe preeclampsia, was just hemorrhaging blood, and was already dilated.  There 

was not one other option for this doctor.  And he cited this case for me and said, what 

you're doing when you take this option off the table in these emergency situations where 

families are wringing their hands trying to make Solomon-like choices, is you may have 

just taken the safest tool off the table for that doctor in that situation. 

 

MS. ERBE:  Let me ask a follow-up question to that, which is have we come to 

the point in America where we care more about a fetus than we do about the mother? 

 

MS. CZARNECKI:  No, I don't think so at all.  I honestly don't think so. 

 

MS. ERBE:  If the mother cannot deal with having, health-wise with her 

pregnancy, cannot deal with having a severely disabled child, either mentally or 

physically -- 

 

MS. CZARNECKI:  Then she can give it up for adoption.  There are more 

people -- 

 

MS. ERBE:  There are people waiting to adopt severely retarded, severely 

deformed children? 

 



MS. CZARNECKI:  There are many people who already have children with 

Down Syndrome or other deformities, are born that way, and --  

 

MS. ERBE:  Would you take one? 

 

MS. CZARNECKI:  Sure.  I don't have a problem with it.  If you think you can 

handle the situation, I grew up with a brother who has Down Syndrome, and you deal 

with what's given you in life, but there are a lot of people who would take a child in 

knowing those circumstances.  There are tons of children who are adopted every year 

who have special needs.  And if the mother can't handle it, there are many others who 

probably would. 

 

MS. DeWITT:  We have a society that can't handle its children, and doesn't take 

care of its children.  I really wish we'd spend the emphasis on people who are already 

here.  I mean, I'm very sympathetic to in vitro, life, et cetera.  But we've got a culture in 

here in which we undereducate, don't take care of the health of thousands of children 

already alive. 

 

MS. CZARNECKI:  We're talking about children who are minutes from being 

born, who are being killed. 

 

MS. McGLOWAN:  We're already here if we're --  

 

MS. CZARNECKI:  Partially delivered, and then being killed. 

 

MS. McGLOWAN:  They're crying, they are kicking their legs, they have life, 

and then it's sucked out of their brains. 

 

MS. DeWITT:  There are many ways of killing people, and you can kill them 

early, or you can kill them late. 

 

MS. ERBE:  From the law and life to hectic lives.  Over work and over 

scheduling are leading to burnout and depression in American families, so much so 

there's now an organized backlash.  According to the Center for the New American 

Dream, 60 percent of Americans feel pressured to work too much, 80 percent would like 

more family time, 52 percent of Americans say they would take a pay cut for more family 

time.  Workaholism isn't just affecting parents, children and teenagers face similar time 

constraints from enormous pressure to participate in multiple extracurricular activities, 

and still do well in school.  Organizers of the First National Take Back Your Time Day, 

which took place on October 24th, encouraged families to protest these pressures, operate 

at a slower pace, and live simplified lives.  Similar initiatives have been developing on 

the local level over the last few years. 

 

So, do you, Karen Czarnecki, have the time to take back your day? 

 



MS. CZARNECKI:  No, and I wish I did.  I do the best job I can at balancing it 

all.  You know, there's a lot of competing interests here.  In the past 30 years, women are 

really in the workforce, but what we're dealing with is people trying to keep up with the 

Joneses, all their neighbors, people trying to offer their children better lives than they 

had, and there are so many more choices in terms of after-school activities.  And the best 

advice for any parent is, pick three after-school activities, and limit yourself to those. 

 

MS. ERBE:  Yes, but you have three kids.  What are you going to do, nine after-

school activities? 

 

MS. CZARNECKI:  Yes. 

 

MS. ERBE:  You'll go crazy trying. 

 

MS. CZARNECKI:  I am going crazy.  Obviously, it's a scheduling nightmare.  

But, you want the kids to have opportunities.  I'm trying to separate their activities, so I 

will have probably seven after-school, not nine after-school events.  But we don't live in 

communities anymore where you walk to your school and you walk to the grocery store.  

We drive almost everywhere in America, because as the inner suburbs are getting 

crowded and actually more expensive, especially in the Washington area, people move 

farther out, and you have to drive a lot farther.  Soccer moms do have to get into their 

little minivans to drive their kids around because there's no other option.  So, we've had a 

changing culture, a changing society, and I think mothers, fathers, kids, everybody is 

stressed from trying to do it all. 

 

MS. BEYER:  I think three is way too much.  I decided this year, one thing a 

week for each child, because I really think that the children, in particular, they were 

missing that hanging out at home, feeling relaxed at home.  We were zipping to piano, 

and this and that. 

 

MS. McGLOWAN:  The question is, though, and I left the seminar and they say 

that people are more productive when they have a balance in work and life, so the 

question is about flex-time.  Is it the responsibility of a supervisor give like a Karen, or 

somebody who has so many things going on in their personal life --  

 

MS. CZARNECKI:  I am a supervisor. 

 

MS. McGLOWAN:  I said someone like a Karen, not dealing with your situation, 

someone like a Karen, if I was a supervisor and had someone like Karen working for me, 

should I give that person flex-time to be able to do those things, and to make the time up? 

 

MS. BEYER:  I'd say do it. 

 

MS. DeWITT:  One of the issues here is, people act like we have no choice in 

this.  And we always have the choice.  Your child does not have to have three 

opportunities. 



 

MS. ERBE:  But here, Karen, comes my question, and I didn't have -- I'm what I 

call child-free by choice, I couldn't deal with trying to do a career and doing children in a 

way that I would find acceptable, so I decided I don't have the time.  I'm going to devote 

it to my career.  But if you have kids, they need to compete to get into the best schools 

they can, and the schools are seeing everybody else's resume that's saying, not only an A-

plus average, and 800 on the SATs, but also president of the Spanish club, leader of the 

school band, and captain of the football team.  What's a parent supposed to do about 

helping a kid that way? 

 

MS. DeWITT:  I will quote Epictatus, the Greek philosopher, my favorite, who 

says, basically, the most important thing in life is to learn what you have control over and 

what you don't have control over.  Everybody has control over that, their kids can still be 

A-plus students, they don't have to -- they can play volleyball in the backyard, do 

volunteer work, there are many ways of having a well-rounded life that do not include 

running off to soccer, extra language classes, AP this and AP that.  We managed to do it 

before and send superior students, far superior than we're sending now, to -- 

 

MS. BEYER:  Because they were not so stressed out. 

 

MS. DeWITT:  Exactly.  And there's actually a pressure on kids that we're 

imposing, like they do in Japan, to perform and produce.  I have taught in many 

universities, and I am amazed at how many freshmen, I'm not saying that they shouldn't 

learn, come into my office and they say, I'm stressed.  I am stressed.  I'm thinking, you're 

19, you've got the best blood you're ever going to have, the best heart, the best body.  

There's no reason to be stressed except for this kind of intensive pressure. 

 

MS. CZARNECKI:  This is just so funny, in my house, school work comes first, 

if you don't get it done, you don't get extracurricular.  I mean, that's the rule to live by, 

and if your kids can handle it based upon their personality, how they're doing in school, 

their study habits, et cetera, these are family decisions.  These are decisions where you've 

got to map out your own little after-school time, or your weekend time, and figure out 

what works for you. 

 

I have more friends with more kids than I do who stay at home, and all they do is 

drive all day long, and they've got their kids in five to seven activities a piece.  That's a 

bit much. 

 

MS. BEYER:  You know what I did this summer, I took my kids to a cottage 

where we had no computer, we had no television set, and we had nothing scheduled.  We 

did take a sailing class.  But I think this is what they'll be able to write about, and I intend 

to do this every summer.  They'll be able to write, when they apply to college, about this 

month of peace they had every summer.  And so, instead of writing about the million 

activities that they did that every other child is now doing, they'll be able to talk about 

being centered in this little town. 

 



MS. DeWITT:  Briefly, Karen.  There's also the reason that you need to get in 

touch with your own thoughts.  I mean, one of the problems when I taught writing is, so 

many students, they're very fast, they write television story.  They don't write from here, 

they write form what they've seen because they have never had any quiet time to think 

about themselves and think, what do I -- 

 

MS. ERBE:  Straight from the heart on to the next topic.  Behind the headlines, 

Gail Collins new book, American's Women:  400 Years of Dolls, Drudges, Helpmates 

and Heroines, tells the stories of four centuries of women in America.  I asked her how 

things have changed for women over the years. 

 

MS. COLLINS:  When you read about the Colonial women, in particular, and the 

women who went across the prairies, and the immigrant women who came over, I think, 

my god, how hard these people worked.  You have descriptions of Colonial women 

saying, once you hit 14, she ran the household and she was in charge of making candles, 

dying cloth, weaving cloth, spinning thread, and butchering pigs, making sausage, da, da, 

da, making soap, doing the laundry.  And, of course, all this is happening in a place 

where you have to drag all the water in from outside and boil it on an open fire. 

 

MS. ERBE:  So, in the book you tell us a little about American women's first 

attempts at juggling career and family. 

 

MS. COLLINS:  Women that you do find that did manage to have spectacular 

careers in the 19th Century and raise children and have families often had some 

spectacular woman helper.  Even in the 1930s, Francis Perkins was the first cabinet 

member that was female, gave a speech about -- she was getting a huge award for 

something, and she said, I really want to thank my husband, he's a very wonderful man; 

and my daughter, she's so sweet; and my housekeeper, and then she went on for ten 

minutes about the housekeeper.  You could just tell where things rated in her household. 

 

MS. ERBE:  Since then, how would you characterize women's progress in the 

U.S.? 

 

MS. COLLINS:  If you read the history of American Women, which was 

basically all about the fact that the theory that everyone had was that women should not 

be involved in men's places, that women should not be in public life, women should not 

be involved in commerce in a serious way, women should not do any of the stuff men got 

to do, women should not have adventures like men had been.  This is a theory that's been 

applied our entire history, and most of our history was about women figuring out ways to 

get around this, being temporarily excused because of an emergency, and it knocks me 

out that in my life time society changed the theory.  It wasn't we just got another excuse, 

and a pass for good behavior.  The theory is different now.  Nobody in this country looks 

at a little girl baby and says, well, she'll never play baseball, or she'll never have 

adventures, or she's never going to be a scientist. 

 

MS. ERBE:  And why did you stop with the '60s? 



 

MS. COLLINS:  That was the moment when the big changed happened.  That 

was the moment when this entire story that I was telling about 400 years of women 

working with and against this theory about women's place ended, and a whole new story 

begins.  Think of all these very neat women, Susan B. Anthony, and Elizabeth Cady 

Stanton, but Clara Barton, and the Grimke Sisters, and all these little women sort of 

trotting around trying to work their way around the rules so that they can get to go to 

school, or study science, or whatever.  And I think, god damn, we got it. 

 

MS. ERBE:  You're the first female op-ed page editor at the New York Times.  

What's your place in history? 

 

MS. COLLINS:  People ask me, has the Times Editorial Page ever changed its 

position on anything?  I usually say, yes, we changed our position on women's suffrage.  

The Times was against giving women the right to vote until about four minutes before the 

amendment passed in 1920.  When I go in to do a board meeting, we have this very long 

conference room, and at the other end are pictures of Henry Raymond and Charles Miller, 

who were the great editorial page editors during the long period when they were 

editorializing against giving women the right to vote.  So, I go in the morning and say, 

guys, hi, it's Gail here.  I got the job. 

 

MS. ERBE:  So, Karen DeWitt, do young women today pay enough homage to, 

know enough about the history and what their foremothers did to get us to where we are 

today? 

 

MS. DeWITT:  Absolutely not.  We're in the 21st Century.  I mean, I am from the 

20th Century, I always remind people of that.  They have no idea about nay of this stuff.  

They take it for granted, which is a good thing in a way.  You don't want to be freighted 

with all the angst of this history.  And that's nice.  The problem is, when you're not 

freighted with some of it, you tend to forget that it can be taken away. 

 

MS. McGLOWAN:  I think our history books are skewed from the aspect of 

women in history, and people of color in history.  There are a lot of things that I learned 

on my own going out of the school system from Frederick Douglass to other women in 

history, these are things that I had to go outside to learn.  So, I think it's skewed from the 

whole nine yards.  And, no, people don't respect it today because where do they go to 

learn it. 

 

MS. ERBE:  What did you think of the book? 

 

MS. BEYER:  Well, I liked the book, but it was sort of vignette after vignette 

after vignette.  I didn't think I really needed it.  But you know who needs it are the -- I 

have a stepdaughter who is 23 years old who is now going into the work world, and the 

world is at her feet, and I think that's a wonderful thing.  And I think in large part that 

happened in the '60s when things changed because of the Civil Rights Bill and 

Affirmative Action.  But I think it would be a great book for her to read, because what is 



so clear in these books is, everybody knew the potential of women, and the competency 

of women, and whenever there was an emergency, they let the rabbit out of the hat, and 

they were able to go do their magic, and then they'd have to -- you know, Rosie the 

Riveter had to put the apron on and go back and work in the kitchen.  And so, while it 

was recognized that we had these abilities, it was a conscious effort on the part of 

American society to keep the woman down.  The women of the new generation need to 

be aware of that for the same reason Karen says. 

 

MS. CZARNECKI:  I think this book would be a wonderful companion to our 

current history books.  I don't want to rewrite everybody's history books, but at the same 

time, it's a nice companion to learn what the contribution of women really what they were 

over the 400 years.  I find a lot of interesting facts just from the reading I had done.  I was 

like -- it's empowering knowing this kind of stuff.  You feel good about yourself, and I 

just think everybody ought to read it. 

 

MS. ERBE:  What about the idea of women's history, do we still need women's 

history, women's studies and women's history, or can we change the history books which 

still really haven't changed since women's history and black history and Latino history 

have come in, and they haven't changed the sort of main textbooks enough to incorporate 

all those histories. 

 

MS. CZARNECKI:  Women's history is great as a specialized study if you really 

want to focus on it.  I don't want to see it pitted against regular history.  But I would like 

this book or something similar to be taught in the regular history courses.  What I don't 

like is women's studies, which teaches a lot of crazy things in our college campuses. 

 

MS. ERBE:  Megan? 

 

MS. BEYER:  I think we were bit players, and that's one reason we're not in the 

history books.  And by design we were bit players. 

 

MS. DeWITT:  I'm going to agree with the bad Karen here.  I'm going to agree 

with her because I think women's history should be a specialization.  I disagree with her 

when she says regular history, I think that history is lacking.  But I do think there should 

be a specialization, and very early.  You can tell 5th graders, look this is our history book, 

here's some extra reading that you might be interested in, if you want to know about 

blacks, Latinos, Asians, women, et cetera. 

 

MS. McGLOWAN:  Karen just stole my thunder.  I agree totally with you that it 

should be.  It's just not regular history.  We've all added to history.  It's just not one 

history versus the other. 

 

MS. ERBE:  Let me close with a story, though.  I did a bunch of research on 

Hatshepsut, who was a female Pharaoh, who ruled ancient Egypt, had tremendous 

influence on her culture, and hadn't been written up in any of the main Cambridge 

histories of ancient Egypt, or any main textbooks, it was all anecdotal.  Now, later, more 



has been written on her.  But about 10 years ago, I asked a Yale professor of Egyptology 

why wasn't she -- was she important?  Had she been overlooked?  And he looked back at 

me and he said, that depends on your view of history.  And that, to me, is what women's 

history, what black history -- 

 

MS. BEYER:  If the history is written by the women, then the men won't read it. 

 

MS. ERBE:  Exactly. 

 

That's it for this edition of To The Contrary.  Next week, rehabilitation.  Now, as 

boomer's age and healthcare costs skyrocket, more people may be having to recuperate at 

home.  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.) 

 

 

 

 


