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.STX  



 

MS. ERBE:  President Bush is on the defense about his National Guard service, 

apparent Democratic challenger John Kerry is a decorated war hero who saved 

colleagues' lives.  How important are these issues to women and minority voters? 

 

DELEGATE NORTON:  I don't think this stuff is a big deal.  But the president's 

haste to put out the fire shows that he does. 

 

MS. CZARNECKI:  Give me a break.  Both men have served their country well, 

both in public service and in the military.  Women want to talk issues. 

 

MS. CONLIN:  I think Bush and Kerry's contrasting records on military service 

will be a much bigger deal to women in this election than in the pre-9-11 election. 

 

MS. WHITE:  John Kerry has been a lackluster Senator and he will be a lackluster 

candidate. 

 

 (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, Bush versus Kerry, comparing their wives and their military histories, 

and what women think about them.  Then, sexy suffragists.  We think of Susan B. 

Anthony and Alice Paul as prim, proper and old, but a new HBO film and actress Hillary 

Swank are trying to change all that.  Behind the headlines, a new Web site lets parents 

see how their kids' test scores stack up against each other and other schools nationwide. 

 

Up first, presidential candidates and the women behind them.  A Newsweek poll 

this past week showed likely Democratic challenger John Kerry besting President Bush 

50 to 45 percent if the election were held today.  A new Gallup poll shows 53 percent of 

women voting for or leaning towards Senator Kerry with 42 percent favoring the 

president's reelection.  Senator Kerry sports a largely female support team, headed by 

campaign manager Mary Beth Cahill, and a live wire outspoken wife Theresa Heinz.  

Some analysts believe she outshines her husband with open talk of their prenuptial 

agreement, and generous philanthropic activities.  But when it comes to being first lady, 

she says she'd follow the Laura Bush model and play a more traditional role.  Not only 

are Senator Kerry and President Bush's wives under examination, so are their military 

pasts.  Senator Kerry is a Purple Heart war hero turned Vietnam protestor.  President 

Bush, by contrast, a privileged National Guard pilot now defending against charges he 

went AWOL during the Vietnam War. 

 

Congresswoman Norton, you said in the opening that you thought that women 

and minority voters don't care too much about military service as an issue.  Why not? 

 



DELEGATE NORTON:  I think Bill Clinton showed us that.  They tried to make 

a big issue of it then.  I do agree -- 

 

MS. ERBE:  As opposed to white male voters, who are very supportive of this 

president.  We did a story a month or two ago, polls out showing that white males were 

so firmly entrenched, white male voters, in the Bush camp that the women's vote might 

matter a whole lot less this election season. 

 

DELEGATE NORTON:  And, again, that's so early, and, by the way, that's the 

way it's always been, that there's been a gender gap in favor of the Republicans.  I do 

agree that when you get on television and declare yourself to be a war president, and 

make a big deal of war, and in fact invade another country, and more than 500 people 

lose their lives, people are likely to look at you a lot more closely than they did when you 

were running for office the way Bill Clinton was eight years ago. 

 

MS. CONLIN:  There are all these new questions that are being recirculated about 

his record in the National Guard.  There's a new book coming out.  It's hard to say it's all 

politics about that book.  The man who wrote the book who is making these charges 

voted for Bush three times, and I do think in a post-9-11 world, especially given this 

decision with Iraq, that his record is incredibly important.  And the questions -- that story, 

I think, is going to have a lot more legs than it --  

 

MS. ERBE:  Women and minority voters, specifically -- I'm saying, will that 

story -- and, by the way, I have to say, as of this taping, as of this morning, there are all 

kinds of Internet, and now newspaper reports about a potential sleaze story about Senator 

Kerry.  The White House released President Bush's court records, which showed an arrest 

and a release for a college prank, stealing a wreath from a department store.  Are women 

and minority voters going to pay more or less attention to these sleaze type attacks from 

either side or not? 

 

MS. CZARNECKI:  Two things, on the sleaze, women don't want to hear sleaze.  

They really want to talk about issues that are important to them, and their families, and 

their kids, education, healthcare are really at the top of that list, and the economy. 

 

But, on the second issue, with regard to the military, women care that you have 

the leadership, you've expressed leadership, you've shown it, you've demonstrated it.  I 

think the president has done that the past couple of years.  If you go back 30 and 40 

years, whether they were in the Guard or not, I think women say, get beyond that, it is, if 

the opposition research people of the campaigns keep trying to go back every single 

election cycle for both Kerry and for Bush, I mean, they're not getting anywhere with 

women voters.  So pick another subject and move on. 

 

MS. CONLIN:  Republicans go back.  You can say that, but the truth is, there 

were lots of things that the Republicans dug up that were 10, 20, 30, 40 years old. 

 



MS. WHITE:  Well, first of all, I think we have enough of the experience from 

both of them, and Kerry has been in the Senate for 24 years.  He's been a very mediocre 

Senator, he hasn't gotten any major legislation brought across.  Bush has been president 

for three years, he has invaded Afghanistan, he invaded Iraq.  You can evaluate him on 

that.  He obviously flies.  He was on the aircraft carrier.  He obviously did his service.  

And I think it's --  

 

MS. ERBE:  My question to you is this, do women and people of color care as 

much about military service as an issue in and of itself as white men do? 

 

MS. WHITE:  I think they area about the issues at hand, and I think you can look 

at Roxbury, which is predominantly 63 percent black, what has Kerry done there?  I 

mean, talk about what you have done, what is your record for helping your constituents? 

 

MS. CZARNECKI:  In answer to your question, no, not as much. 

 

MS. CONLIN:  Clearly, women care about jobs and healthcare, the fact that 40 

million are uninsured, the fact that so many people are making $10 an hour or less.  But, 

you know, I think when you're getting into comparing Kerry's record to Bush's record, 

let's look at Bush's record before he was president, certainly that, if there ever was a 

lackluster record, there you go. 

 

MS. WHITE:  The job is for president, and he has shepherded a 9.4 percent 

growth in our economy. 

 

DELEGATE NORTON:  Bonnie, I say let them get the sleaze over with early so 

that we can move on to the issues. 

 

MS. ERBE:  Well, what are the -- if, in fact, the machismo, as we've heard 

reported all over the place, that the machismo factor is what is driving the white male 

vote to be so supportive of the president, is that same factor driving away other categories 

of voters, and what, in your mind, are the issues that will drive women and minority 

voters to the polls, even if they are different reasons, obviously not all women think alike, 

not all minorities think alike, not all minority women think alike? 

 

DELEGATE NORTON:  Well, your opening clip shows a tremendous gender gap 

of women in favor of men, 53 for Kerry, 42 percent for Bush.  I mean, that's the way it 

usually lines up.  And I just think that it's probably going to line up that way again.  But, 

interestingly, the president had women after 9-11, and after Afghanistan, he lost them 

with Iraq.  He lost them when he pushed his luck too far and became an invasion 

president instead of consolidating the extraordinary goodwill we had after Afghanistan 

and 9-11. 

 

MS. ERBE:  Quickly, Karen, we've got to move on. 

 



MS. CZARNECKI:  Polls move up and down all the time, and I think unless the 

candidates start addressing more of the women's issues, education, the family, the 

healthcare, how our schools are doing, we're not going to proceed beyond this.  Military 

service, we like leadership, we like the military service, we need to move on to the more 

important issues at hand. 

 

MS. ERBE:  All right.  From the women's vote to sexy suffragists.  A new HBO 

feature film is turning perceptions of the first American feminists, the women who 

worked to win the right to vote more than a century ago upside down.  Iron Jawed Angels 

tells the story of Alice Paul and Lucy Burns, two fiercely dedicated and defiant young 

suffragists.  The young rebels are smart, powerful, and unconventional.  One of the film's 

points is, young women should give more credit to the hard work of their foremothers.  

Another is, unlike staid images we have of women from that era, suffragists were 

youthful, outrageous, and sexy.  In an exclusive chat with To The Contrary, the film's 

star, Hillary Swank, admitted before this project she, too, failed to realize the important 

of getting out the vote. 

 

MS. SWANK:  I think that we should get not only a few more sentences, but a 

few more chapters in our history books about women suffragists.  There is not much 

taught, first of all, about these pioneers.  I knew that the road that these women paved for 

me that I didn't want to take it for granted anymore, and I thought if I can help even three 

people get out and register to vote by making a movie that's also really entertaining, then 

I have the best of both worlds. 

 

MS. ERBE:  So, have we forgotten, have the history books forgotten that the 

suffragists really were young and sexy, or is this Hollywood run amok? 

 

MS. CZARNECKI:  This is Hollywood run amok, but I do think the history books 

are devoid of a lot of this wonderful information for young girls, and I'm not a revisionist 

person, but there's a lot that is left out of our history books, and it's perhaps time for the 

women's movement or the people who consider themselves modern day feminists to say, 

enough is enough with the textbooks, let's get a little bit more in there about how women 

have contributed to the success of this country. 

 

MS. CONLIN:  On a positive note, I mean, if you look at young women 29 and 

under, they're voting in greater percentages than young men, that's very positive.  But I'm  

a little conflicted about the sort of liposuction feminism, we have to sexify, and 

contemporize this amazing story.  I kind of would have liked to have seen the story as 

was, I didn't need it to be sort of history to be so much embellished that it would be 

palatable to Hollywood audiences. 

 

MS. CZARNECKI:  Nobody would see it then. 

 

DELEGATE NORTON:  That's where you start until you get into this film.  

These stars came to breakfast with members of Congress, women members of Congress, 

and we got to talk to them, and the HBO president and all came, and I asked them about 



sexing these women up, and what they're trying to do is important.  They're trying to 

make this a story that young women, women younger than many, almost any of us will 

want to see.  And the kind of poetic license they took, it seems to me, is justified.  It is 

what would they be like if they were today, and this is exactly what they would be like. 

 

And, you know, let us not forget one thing, that this helps us, something I did not 

know, and I wonder how many of us knew about the suffering, the notion of what these 

women went through in prison, the hardship they went through is nothing we associated 

with the women's movement, we associate that with the civil rights movement.  It's a real 

education for America. 

 

MS. WHITE:  I actually saw the screening this week, and it's an excellent movie, 

it's an excellent performance.  And what I thought was interesting was how they dealt 

with the complexity of women, and it was interesting even then. 

 

MS. ERBE:  Let me ask you, being in your 20s, do young women just kind of 

psawed, dismiss the suffragists as old ladies, I don't need to pay any homage to what they 

did, what they did in their lives doesn't affect my life? 

 

MS. WHITE:  No, I think there isn't enough attention paid to it, and I think 

watching it -- for me, as a black woman, Etta B. Wells comes in, and for me as a black 

woman it's sort of an interesting juxtaposition because black women still weren't voting, 

but it gave me a --  

 

MS. ERBE:  Black women were excluded from the suffrage movement. 

 

MS. WHITE:  Absolutely.  But it gave me an appreciation because those scenes in 

the jail are very disturbing.  And to see that, again, it gave me hope about what's great 

about this country is that they used Wilson's words against him, just as King, we used the 

words that our founding fathers, white males, have used to say, I'm justified. 

 

MS. CZARNECKI:  I think the movie is an important educational tool for young 

men and young women about the contributions that the suffragettes made for the 

founding of our country, and for really everything they've done.  And I don't think a 

paragraph or a page in a 400-page textbook really does them justice for where we are 

today.  But if you contrast that with the early feminist movement versus today, I think 

they're worlds apart. 

 

MS. ERBE:  Okay, how.  When you say early feminist movement, you're 

referring to the 1960s, or the 1850s? 

 

MS. CZARNECKI:  I'm talking about the ones in the movie, with the voting.  

Those are basic rights and basic justices.  Today, I think the feminist movement is so -- I 

think it's trying to find itself since the '60s, and I think young women can't identify with a 

lot of what's going on.  There's not one rallying cry. 

 



MS. ERBE:  Wait, I'm trying to find myself now, and I want to thank Dana White 

for joining us for this part of the program and we need to move on. 

 

Behind the headlines, public school reform goes high tech.  As Congress debates 

the president's budget, Democrats and Republicans may disagree as to the best place to 

boost student achievement, but meanwhile a ground-breaking bipartisan public-private 

partnership is using technology to help monitor student test scores and upgrade schools 

that fall behind. 

 

PRESIDENT BUSH:  So, this month we're beginning a new public-private effort 

that will post information about test results, and student achievement on the Internet, so 

all parents, all teachers, can monitor progress of their local schools, their schools related 

to other schools in the neighborhood. 

 

MS. ERBE:  The No Child Left Behind Act, the Bush administration's major 

revamping of the public education system imposes strict new testing requirements on 

students nationwide.  By the year 2014, all students must be scoring at or above 

proficiency levels in reading and math.  Schools that don't measure up must provide free 

tutoring or after school remedial help.  And if they're still not making adequate yearly 

progress after five years, schools must make major structural change. 

 

To help track academic progress state by state, school district by school district, 

even school by school, parents, students, school administrators and politicians can now 

log on to view academic performance results. 

 

SECRETARY PAIGE:  Today, we witness a milestone in education reform.  I 

don't want the world to miss this, this is an important day.  Two years ago, the president 

proposed and the Congress passed the No Child Left Behind Act.  This country plans to 

make our education system more inclusive, more successful and more just. 

 

MS. ERBE:  The Web site, SchoolResults.org, is a product of a singular public-

private group called The School Information Partnership.  Educators can use this 

technology to diagnose the strengths and weaknesses of their schools or districts.  Now 

they can track in real time how one district, or one school is scoring in math or reading.  

They can pinpoint whether one school is not responding to a particular math or reading 

program.  With a click of the mouse, parents, too, can access the same information, 

politicians can compare their districts against other districts.  Virginia, Minnesota, 

Pennsylvania and Delaware, Washington, and Florida, are the first states up on the new 

site. 

 

GOVERNOR WARNER:  My feeling is, it's going to get rid of some of the 

excuses we hear from some principals and some school administrators that just say, well, 

you know, we're in such a tough neighborhood, my kids just can't make it.  I categorically 

reject that notion.  And having this data available is a great tool to take to those principals 

who say their kids can't compete, or can't be successful and say, hold it, let me show you 

another community, another like kind school that is actually making the grade. 



 

MS. ERBE:  SchoolResults.org is the brain child of four public and private 

partners, the U.S. Department of Education, the Broad Foundation, the National Center 

for Education Accountabilities Just for Kids, and Standard and Poors School Evaluation 

Services.  Funding comes from the U.S. Department of Education and the Broad 

Foundation, a funder of To The Contrary.  Supporters hope this site will not only boost 

student performance, but also motivate parents to become more involved in their 

children's education. 

 

SECRETARY PAIGE:  They can find information about how a school is 

performing, how their particular classroom is performing, the qualifications of the 

teacher, how the students are performing.  The more information they have, the more 

they can be a partner in the process that we want to improve schools. 

 

MS. ERBE:  And what if parents go to this Web site, see their children's school is 

underperforming and want to pull them out? 

 

SECRETARY PAIGE:  I think that's a good thing.  That means parents will 

become more intelligent consumers of education, and this information will feed back to 

the various delivery systems in education.  They will then respond to the parents who are 

voting with their feet, and this makes the entire system stronger.  This system is going to 

be a major determiner of the quality of education we have in the United States of 

America. 

 

MS. ERBE:  According to the National Education Association, the nation spent a 

total of $436 billion on public schools last year, while state spending varies, the average 

national cost per student is $7,829, up 3.4 percent from the year before.  Experts hope this 

project will help ensure the money is spent wisely, and produces results. 

 

Despite partisan differences in the education debate, both parties want quality 

public education for all children, regardless of race, ethnicity or socioeconomic status.  

Keeping close track of how students are doing, and making quick changes in curriculum 

for students, teachers, and even school districts that aren't measuring up is critical if 

school reform is to work.  But there are those that say such emphasis on testing and test 

scores forces teachers to teach to the test, and that in the end means less individualized 

learning for students, and less freedom for teachers. 

 

GOVERNOR PAWLENTY:  To the allegation that teachers might teach to the 

test, if the test is good, that's okay.  We just need to make sure that the tests are rigorous 

and appropriate, and focused on what we want students to learn.  That's better than not 

having any standards or tests, and just hoping that things turn out okay.  We know from 

past experience that that's not the case. 

 

GOVERNOR WARNER:  We can identify the successful schools, then we can 

look at what are the best practices, and bring them to the schools that aren't doing as well. 

 



PRESIDENT BUSH:  A hopeful America is an America which each child can 

read, and write, and add and subtract.  A hopeful America is where children say, you 

know, I'm going to get an education early and I'm going to go to college. 

 

MS. ERBE:  Nina Rees of the Department of Education, thank you for joining the 

panel. 

 

MS. REES:  Thanks for having me. 

 

MS. ERBE:  Why is it important to have access to data for parents, for students if 

they want it, for school administrators in terms of boosting student performance? 

 

MS. REES:  It's probably the only way a parent can make good educated choice 

about the quality of education that the school is offering their child.  Without data, we're 

not going to be able to know if a child is doing well academically, how he or she 

compares to the other students in that school.  And with this Web site, now that parent 

can also compare the performance of his or her school to the performance of schools 

across the state, and hopefully once the Web site has all the states up, we'll be able to 

make this kind of comparison across state lines. 

 

MS. ERBE:  And what are school administrators, parents supposed to do when 

they have this information, what are they supposed to do?  At the news conference there 

were questions, what if parents start pulling their kids out of bad schools, won't that hurt 

the bad schools?  Why are teachers, if you change a curriculum, maybe it's too quick a 

change in order to get students to perform better? 

 

MS. REES:  Well, ideally you want them to take a good look at the Web site, and 

become familiar with the types of information that it's offering, and then go back to the 

school, and the school district and ask more questions.  This is a teaser, it's not meant to 

offer every single bit of information available.  It's simply meant to offer the basic 

information a parent needs in order to see how that school is doing. 

 

Beyond that, I think it's important for parents to be able to make good choices for 

their children.  If a child is not doing well academically at a school, I think it's in the 

society's best interest for the parent to be able to pull that child out and enroll them in 

another public school of choice. 

 

DELEGATE NORTON:  I applaud what the administration is doing in making 

this information available, I only wish it were as open with information in other areas as 

it is here.  But I must tell you that even as this is coming forward, there's a huge backlash 

growing in the country against No Child Left Behind, sometimes it's based on 

underfunding.  The promise was that children in these very bad schools in order to move 

forward would have extra help, they're not getting it.  Some of it is based on, as in the all 

Republican state of Virginia, based on the notion that the standards are cockamamie 

because of the way in which you judge whether or not even schools at the high end are, 

indeed, performing. 



 

MS. CONLIN:  Clearly, No Child Left Behind is leaving a lot of children behind, 

especially the children who can least afford to be left behind.  And I would just throw out 

one caveat.  Visibility is good, injecting consumerism into the process is good, the data 

and having that is good, but the caveat is, one needs to be wary of manipulating the data, 

as we saw in the so-called Texas Education -- 

 

MS. ERBE:  You did see a Democratic governor say that it's not leaving his kids 

behind.  I mean, we saw that in the piece. 

 

MS. CONLIN:  From his small constituency that may be true, but if you look at it 

nationally. 

 

MS. CZARNECKI:  This administration, really any administration, stood up and 

said, if kids can't read and do basic math problems in the third or fourth grade, we have a 

significant problem.  Everybody talks about high tech jobs these days, if we have people 

in the workforce who can't read and can't write, even at the third grade level, it's a serious 

problem if people want to be able to sustain their financial future. 

 

DELEGATE NORTON:  That's a truism.  What we're talking about here, for 

example, let me give you the District of Columbia, the poorest children here across the 

river.  We're talking about children who get sent to school with none of the basics.  

You're right, every child should learn to read by the third grade, and almost every child 

who comes from any kind of decent home can.  Huge numbers of our children do not.  In 

order to somehow intervene and bring that child where that child needs to go, a whole set 

of things that No Child Left Behind promised haven't occurred. 

 

MS. ERBE:  Wait a minute, let me bring Nina in here. 

 

MS. REES:  The question of funding, the budget the president just offered does 

include vast increases in the Title I program, Aid to Disadvantaged Students, special 

education.  He's authored the vastest increases in those programs than any other president 

or administration has offered.  So we have a commitment to making sure that funding is 

reaching those students who need help the most. 

 

In terms of the District of Columbia, let me just address this one point, this is a 

district that is spending more per pupil than any other inner city district in this country, 

and the student results --  

 

DELEGATE NORTON:  I'm not going to let that untruth go forward.  There was 

a time, some years ago, when the district was spending more.  We're not even spending 

more per capita than the region is now. 

 

MS. REES:  According to the National Center for Education Statistics, you are 

spending more money than any other state in the country. 

 



DELEGATE NORTON:  That is just not true. 

 

MS. REES:  A lot of it has to do with the high cost of special education in this 

district, which we need to deal with. 

 

MS. ERBE:  Governor Warner did say, and No Child Left Behind requires, if 

students fail they get all kinds of remedial help.  There are costs there, who is going to 

pay for that? 

 

MS. REES:  Every year that a school is failing to make what we call adequate 

yearly progress, additional money is being poured into that school in order to raise the 

performance of the students in that school.  After two years of not making adequate 

yearly progress, all we're saying is that parents should be able to pull their child out of 

that school and enroll them in another public school within that district. 

 

MS. ERBE:  We'll go to credits and come right back. 

 

That's it for this edition of To The Contrary.  Next week, a controversial proposed 

law would guarantee pay equity, whether your views are in agreement or to the contrary, 

please join us next time, or visit our PBS Online Web site at PBS.org. 

 

(End of program.) 

 

 


