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.STX 
 

 MS. ERBE:  Women are leading national and international protests against the U.S. invasion of 

Iraq.  But are they leading the charge to oblivion as more Americans support war, even without U.N. 

approval? 
 

 DELEGATE NORTON:  You want to talk oblivion, talk about a desperate president scrambling to 

fly abroad in order to save his war plans from the oblivion of isolation. 
 

 MS. CONWAY:  It's easy to run your mouth.  It's more difficult to run the country.  Most women 



stand firm in their support for President Bush on Iraq. 
 

 MS. OMERO:  I would hate to see women held responsible for not stopping a war.  They're 

keeping the opposition movement in the news and in our minds. 
 

 MS. WHITE:  Won't it be wonderful when the Iraqi women have the freedom to disagree with 

their leader? 
 

 (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 in the news, American women are leading protests against war across the nation and 

around the world as U.S. popular support for going it alone against Iraq hardens. 
 

 Then, sex and the U.S. Senate, pro choice advocates improve their tactics in the war over third 

trimester abortion rights. 
 

 Behind the headlines, Ohio Republican Deborah Pryce, the highest ranking Republican woman in 

the U.S. House of Representatives tells us how the GOP plans to reach out to American women. 
 

 Up first, American press for peace.  As President Bush brings America closer and closer to 

invading Iraq, women in cities across the country are rallying for peace.  Both this weekend and last, 

thousands of women marched in the Nation's Capital on International Women's Day for a so-called "Code 

Pink" rally to protest the looming prospect of war.  Similar rallies were held in 50 cities, and are planned 

for weekends to come. 

 Meanwhile, an increased percentage of Americans say they support the president's push to wage 

war, even without U.N. approval.  A New York Times-CBS News poll released this week shows 44 percent 

of Americans now back the president's push for action "soon," while 52 percent want to give the U.N. 

process more time.  But that 44 percent figure is up 9 percentage points from a week earlier.  The poll also 

reveals 86 percent of Republicans versus 50 percent of Democrats support military action against Iraq.  But 

Democratic support drops off without U.N. approval.  Men at 69 percent are slightly more hawkish than 

women at 64 percent, but women's support falls to 50 percent if the U.N. does not go along.  40 percent of 

African Americans espouse military action against Iraq. 
 

 So, Congresswoman Norton, why is it that as women are leading the charge for peace, or seem to 

be anyway, Americans are hardening in their support for going into war against Iraq even without U.N. 

approval? 
 

 DELEGATE NORTON:  Bonnie, the president had a temporary gender gap after 9-11 because 

women wanted the president to keep the country safe for them and their children.  Increasingly, they 

understand that even though we were likely to get hit anyway at some time by global terrorism, for the time 

being that we are inviting a backlash.  So, they think that the president may be exposing them to more 

terror than they would otherwise get.  And they want to be safe.  That's the bottom line for women.  They 

don't think this president, at least with the present war policy, is going to keep the country safe, especially 

when they see all of the attention going to Iraq, very little attention in their own first responders here at 

home, keeping their own ports safe, keeping their own cities and counties safe. 
 

 MS. CONWAY:  These observations may be true of women who are part of the Code Pink 

movement, which thankfully is a very, very tiny, miniscule fraction of American women.  Much of what 

has been said is belied by the data that you've shown where you do have up to two-thirds of women still 

supporting the president's policy in Iraq.  And then there have been different manifestations of the question 

asked, with or without U.N. approval.  And I think some of the very important questions have been asked 

by lots of polling firms in the media, are the ones that ask people, including women, do you believe that 

Saddam Hussein does have weapons of mass destruction, and if you believe he does, will he use them, and 



will he use them here, and are we at risk? 

 So, on that, Americans, including women, have remained very clear and consistent that they 

believe that we are under constant peril, that we all lived through 9-11.  I think if we'd had this conversation 

two years ago it would be very different.  You'd have higher numbers of people saying, this just seems very 

hypothetical to me.  There's nothing hypothetical about what this country went through, and the way that 

we, in our own minds, tie that to our own family security. 
 

 MS. ERBE:  What is going on with the president in Europe this weekend, Colin Powell first 

pressing for a vote by the Security Council, then late in the week saying, wait, we don't want to vote 

because we're not going to win it.  All this back and forth stuff, what's that doing in terms of American 

public opinion, and particularly women, in support of this war? 
 

 MS. CONWAY:  Well, it's showing that the public is really trying to -- they have cognitive 

dissonance.  They think a lot of different things, and they, like the president, they know we're going to war, 

they don't like Saddam, they're not sure if they like war, and they try and reconcile all these dissonant 

beliefs that they have.  And it may lead some people who are swinging on the fence to move toward being 

in favor of the war, at least with some restrictions, or some conditions, just because they feel that that's 

where we're going. 
 

 MS. WHITE:  You know, women are master diplomats.  We're mothers, we're wives, but there 

comes a time when diplomacy has to end, and you have to draw a line in the sand.  Saddam Hussein has 

ignored 17 resolutions, not one, not two, but 17.  And it's time to put up or shut up.  And this president is 

willing to do that.  He's the only one in the U.N. who thinks about Americans.  He goes to sleep thinking 

about them, he wakes up thinking about them.  Kofi Annan isn't, Chirac isn't, I trust this president to do 

what he needs to do. 
 

 DELEGATE NORTON:  And so far nobody has shown us that Saddam is a threat to Americans 

where they sleep, and where they are.  And don't get me into that.  But nobody has shown it, and that's why 

the whole world is against us.  And that's why we're only at 44 percent.  Let me tell you something, if 

American women thought that Saddam was an imminent threat to us, we would be way over the 50 percent, 

because they would put us way over the 50 percent, because that's what they care about most.  You have to 

ask yourself, why is it only at 44 percent?  We've been harangued on the television every day because he 

hasn't made that link is why we're only at 44 percent. 
 

 MS. CONWAY:  The threat, though, I believe has evolved over time, because imminent threat 

doesn't mean the missile is in the air.  Imminent threat to many Americans, including women, is that the 

Middle East is very dangerous right now, and will continue to be unless something drastic is not done.  And 

that we have a history with Saddam Hussein.  In 1990, very few people knew who that even was, now he 

has really high name ID in this country, and a negative one at that.  So, I don't think imminent threat has to 

mean that we just put arsenic in your water where you live.  It really is that you don't feel at peace, you 

don't feel as secure as you could if certain things, certain dynamics in their lives were to change. 
 

 MS. ERBE:  Let me ask you, how are American women reacting to the fact that two years ago, 

two-and-a-half years ago, we had peace and prosperity in this country.  Now we have a very shaky 

economy, we're on the verge of war with not perhaps just one nation, but possibly two if you look at North 

Korea. 
 

 MS. CONWAY:  People are nervous.  You hear anecdotally in focus groups all the time, Margie, 

I'm sure can attest, that anxiety, uncertainty, insecurity, and that speaks a little bit about war and economy.  

For years, we've talked about women -- 
 

 MS. ERBE:  And does that play to the president's favor because being scared, they're more likely 

to support him to go into a war, but the country is divided over whether we -- we're certainly not unanimous 

in our support for this war, so does it make him look stronger or weaker? 
 

 MS. CONWAY:  He's well trusted.  But a status situation always benefits an incumbent.  These 



people don't want to rock the boat, politically or otherwise, but I'll tell you where women have shifted.  

They were about the SHE cluster of issues two years ago, Social Security, healthcare, education, because 

the economy -- 
 

 MS. ERBE:  Off the table now, right? 
 

 MS. CONWAY:  Off the table, and it's now SHE to WE, it's now war and economy.  And I think 

women in public opinion, at least, have really led the charge to that shift. 
 

 MS. ERBE:  What does that say to you? 
 

 MS. OMERO:  But the same poll that you were talking about before showed that it's the economy 

that's the most important priority, they consider it the biggest problem, that's what Congress should be 

focusing on.  And I think all this focus on war, when people are concerned, women as well as men, are 

concerned about their personal security and their economy, which means a whole lot of things. 
 

 DELEGATE NORTON:  It's the economy that has pushed people to be for the war, and getting it 

over with.  It's really the underlying shaky economy that makes them say, not that I'm for this war, but I'm 

for our homeland.  Here, just get it over with so we can do something about getting me a job. 
 

 MS. ERBE:  Last word, Dana. 
 

 MS. WHITE:  I don't think it's one or the other.  I think that this administration is taking great 

strides in rebuilding the economy as well as fighting a war and preparing for war.  So, I don't think it's one 

or the other.  I think women understand that it doesn't have to be one or the other. 
 

 MS. ERBE:  All right.  From women protestors to women Senators.  The U.S. Senate this week 

approved a bill to ban third trimester abortions, which opponents refer to as partial birth abortion.  But an 

interesting twist to this increasingly common debate in Congress over ways to limit or ban abortion rights 

came from the pro choice side.  For years, pro life lawmakers attacks pro life amendments to pro choice 

bills.  This time, Democrats returned the favor. 
 

 Senator Patty Murray of Washington offered an amendment to make contraceptives more widely 

available, and to provide health services for low income women.  Democrats also offered an exemption to 

the ban when two doctor certify a woman's health would be at risk without the procedure, as well as one 

making emergency contraceptives, known as the morning after pill, available in hospital emergency rooms 

for rape victims.  Finally, they tried to require insurance companies to include birth control pills in their 

prescription drug coverage. 
 

 While those amendments failed, they gave the Democrats a sympathetic issue to take to voters.  

President Bush is expected to sign the ban on late-term abortions after the House passes it.  Former 

President Clinton vetoed two such bills while in office. 
 

 By the way, Margie Omero, Democratic pollster, welcome to the panel. 
 

 So, does this, if not overt, at least subtle change in tactics mean that the democrats are becoming 

more aggressive on the choice issue, because it strikes me as a long-time Washington observer that the 

Republican anti-choice, pro-life factions have been much more aggressive in pushing their case 

legislatively, politically, you name it, over the last 15-20 years than the Democrats have. 
 

 MS. OMERO:  I think it's a great tactical move.  It's important that we stay, that Democrats stay in 

front on these issues.  And there's some talk on the left sometimes that feminists are too concerned, and too 

hung up on the abortion issue when there are so many other issues that affect women, why do we talk about 

abortion.  But clearly, it's the right that's really much more hung up on abortion, and using just this 

procedure that is very rare to make this huge issue.  And I think Democrats have done a good job to show 

the hypocrisy, and show the other issues that are important, self-determination, not just abortion, but birth 



control, and so on. 
 

 MS. CONWAY:  It's all part of the same thing, though.  It's all part of reproductive rights.  I think 

that's slightly disingenuous. 
 

 MS. ERBE:  But, Kellyanne, let me say to you, because you have said, and I've heard you many 

times on the show say, if the Democrats think they're going to win the women's vote by being pro-choice 

and anti-gun, they're wrong.  But I will say that since this administration has taken office, there have been 

more votes in Congress, more stories about -- rather than leaving the situation alone, they are aggressively, 

Republicans are aggressively pursuing an end to abortion rights in this country, chipping away, and then 

ending them.  So, it's really the Republicans who are driving the news media at this point in terms of 

covering this issue. 
 

 MS. CONWAY:  I only wish that were true for the following reason, just the sheer amount of 

money that is spent by the left rather than the right on this issue is staggering.  If you click on to NARAL 

Pro-Choice America, they felt they needed to change their name because they know they're losing a lot of 

young women to their cause.  If you click on to their web site, NARAL Pro-Choice America, one of the 

first things that popped up last week was, leave us in your will.  And they really showed that they're about 

that more than they're about what I think Margie, who is an honest pro-choicer, may be about, and what she 

cares about. 
 

 But let's talk a little bit about the issue at hand though.  The partial birth abortion ban that passed 

the Senate this week did not squeak by, ladies, it passed 65 to 34, that's including 16 Democratic United 

States Senators.  Three Republicans voted against the ban.  This is very significant, because they read 

polling data, they hear people say, this is more about a woman's right to choose.  This is about, do we live 

in a coarse culture that punctures the skull of a baby that's eight months old coming out the chute. 
 

 MS. ERBE:  Just a second, how many -- 
 

 MS. CONWAY:  A procedure that the American Medical Association has said is never necessary. 
 

 MS. ERBE:  Yes, but how many of those, I'm just curious, how many of those procedures are 

there a year, and how many of them are done -- 
 

 MS. CONWAY:  Of all the abortions, very few, but why is that a heartening number?  What the 

Senate said is one is too many. 
 

 DELEGATE NORTON:  Look, we’re going to get a lot more out of the debate last week on 

partial birth.  Yes, we lost, we knew we would lose this one.  We’re going to get more out of it, because the 

Supreme Court has got to overturn it, and has sent that signal. 
 

 MS. ERBE:  Wait a second, I heard one commentator say, it depends on which Supreme Court. 
 

 DELEGATE NORTON:  Well, I’m saying even this Supreme Court, because in fact, the way this 

law is written you have gotten at Roe versus Wade.  So we’re safe, I think we’re safe.  What we also got 

out of it is something we’ve never had before, which is an amendment saying, and that everybody had to 

vote for, and this is what you were talking about in the beginning, saying that we stand with Roe versus 

Wade.  I can tell you one thing, those who put partial birth on the floor early, and they put it on the floor 

early because they’re obsessed with it, never expected that.  And we made them vote for a lot of things for 

women, or let me put it this way, vote against a lot of things for women.  And we’re going to use those 

votes against them. 

 MS. ERBE:  What bout the vote, for example, that would have given healthcare to low income 

women, is that the kind of thing that Democrats are going to go back to the voters next election and say --  
 

 DELEGATE NORTON:  And the vote on contraception, yes, that and votes on contraception.  

And look, it’s time for us to get off of the defensive on choice.  The majority of the American people have 



been with us on choice for 20 years, partial birth is the one exception, and the Supreme Court is going to 

take care of that for us. 
 

 MS. CONWAY:  There are other exceptions, like sex selection, abortions for sex selection. 
 

 MS. ERBE:  How common -- again, I don’t know, how common is that? 
 

 MS. CONWAY:  Human cloning, people are against.  I mean, there’s an entire area here --  
 

 DELEGATE NORTON:  There’s a law against abortion for sex selection. 
 

 MS. CONWAY:  Wait a second, I do want to say something.  I think it would be really sad if what 

is being suggested here today is that those two amendments to the partial birth abortion ban were 

introduced for political purposes, because we’re talking about bringing that to the voters next time and 

saying, see, he’s anti-woman, he’s anti-woman, he’s anti-woman.  If you really care about that issue in the 

Democratic Party, then I suggest you introduce those bills as standalone bills. 
 

 DELEGATE NORTON:  When will we get a stand alone bill on being for Roe versus Wade.  You 

know, you all would run for cover on that one.  By the way, to then introduce amendments against us as a 

part of that. 
 

 MS. WHITE:  The vast majority of Americans are against partial birth abortion, and it’s gone 

through the House and Senate twice.  And the thing that’s different this time is we actually have a president 

who will sign it.  So this is -- Republicans are easily on this --  
 

 MS. ERBE:  But, why did Republicans vote against healthcare for low income women? 
 

 MS. CONWAY:  Because it wasn’t about this --  
 

 MS. ERBE:  Wait a second, the Senate has what everybody knows, there’s no germaneness rule in 

the Senate.  Republicans for years, and Democrats, attached anything they want to any bill, not so in the 

House.  So what’s wrong with trying to get a test vote on health insurance for low income women? 
 

 MS. WHITE:  There’s nothing wrong with that, but at the same time I also don’t know what else 

was attached to that, what else was a part of that. 
 

 DELEGATE NORTON:  Partial birth was attached to that. 
 

 MS. WHITE:  Partial birth, again, I think they’re on the right side of this issue.  The vast majority 

of Americans -- CNN had a poll, Ii think it’s like 70 percent of Americans are against it.  They’re on the 

right side of this. 
 

 MS. OMERO:  It’s just a semantic war that the right has actually won in this case, the semantic 

war of calling it partial birth as opposed to late term, as opposed to the technical name, what the AMA or 

what doctors refer to it as opposed to --  
 

 MS. ERBE:  And how are you advising the Democrats to come back, if at all? 
 

 MS. OMERO:  Well, what we should do, we should be using, as we’ve been talking about, saying 

Republicans are against contraceptives, talk about the extreme right, how they’ve been against 

contraceptives for women, education for children, and the nomination of people who believe in prayer to 

solve eating disorders and PMS to important boards.  These are really unifying issues.  These are unifying 

issues, people were buying it last year, people are going to continue to buy it. 
 

 MS. CONWAY:  Last year you lost the majority, they’re not going to buy it now. 
 



 MS. ERBE:  Right now we’re out of time.  Behind the headlines, a look at women in Congress.  

Deborah Pryce of Ohio is the first female House Republican conference chair, the highest ranking 

Republican woman in the history of the U.S. House.  She calls this a breakthrough year for women in 

Congress and tells us how her party plans to reach out to American women. 
 

 REPRESENTATIVE PRYCE:  Well, this is first on both sides of the aisle, I definitely think it’s a 

breakthrough year, it’s a great year for women.  Our political system will only be as good as it’s -- as 

representative as it is, and we have to become more representative, and with women in leadership that’s a 

big plus. 
 

 MS. ERBE:  The president when he ran for president said, W is for women.  There has for a long 

time been a lot more Democrat women in Congress than Republicans.  What’s the party doing to make 

itself more woman friendly, or does it need to do anything in your mind? 
 

 REPRESENTATIVE PRYCE:  I think the president is setting a great example.  Everyone from 

Condoleezza Rice to Karen Hughes, and the Cabinet Secretaries in between, Elaine Chao, and Christy 

Todd Whitman, Ann Veneman.  They’re women in their own right, but they’re very representative of what 

this president stands for.  Not only has he encouraged and promoted, and placed them in places of 

importance, he has made the White House a family friendly place to work.  When Karen Hughes decided 

she needed to go back to Texas to be with her family, the president was fully supportive of that, and I think 

that sends a great message to women all across the country, that Republicans do embrace things that are 

important to women, and families especially. 
 

 MS. ERBE:  What is your agenda as conference chair, what’s top on your agenda? 
 

 REPRESENTATIVE PRYCE:  Well, as the conference chairman my job is to make sure the 

country gets the message of what we’re doing in congress, why it’s important, and they understand the 

significance of what we do.  But, on our agenda, of extreme importance is securing our homeland, keeping 

our citizens safe, after that I think we must make sure that our economy gets back up and running, and the 

president’s jobs and growth package will do that.  And finally, we will pass a prescription drug benefit for 

seniors. 
 

 MS. ERBE:  You replaced Congressman J.C. Watts of Oklahoma as conference chair.  Was this 

gain for women a loss for African Americans? 
 

 REPRESENTATIVE PRYCE:  Well, we will continue the outreach efforts that J.C. put into place.  

Actually, they were in place before he got there, but he gave it a great face, and we will outreach to not 

only women and African Americans, but Hispanics and all minority groups.  There’s room for all of them 

in the Republican Party, and it’s part of my job to convince them that that’s the place where they should be. 
 

 MS. ERBE:  How long do you think it will be before a Republican woman leads the House 

Republicans or the Senate Republicans? 
 

 REPRESENTATIVE PRYCE:  That’s hard to say.  We have a lot of talent in our ranks.  Part of 

my job is to recruit and help women run for Congress.  We can’t get anybody in our leadership if they 

aren’t a member of Congress, and so I do in my spare time try to scour the country and look for great 

candidates, convince them that this is a very worthy thing to do, something that they could be good at, and 

as we get our farm team developing, hopefully sooner than later. 
 

 MS. ERBE:  Do you think the Republican Party is doing it sooner than later, getting more women 

candidates, getting more women out there and active, and toward the top ranks of the party, Dana? 
 

 MS. WHITE:  I think they’re trying.  I had the benefit of working for Congressman Watts as 

Chairman, and Deborah Pryce was a tremendous force when he was chairman.  I think we’re doing a lot to 

recruit women.  We’re addressing the issues that women care about, they care about tax cuts, they care 

about national security.  I think they are --  



 

 MS. ERBE:  You would define those as the issues that women care about? 
 

 MS. WHITE:  I know those are the issues I care about.  I know that those are the issues that I 

wake up and think about, and when I’m selecting housing, and thinking about, as April 15th approaches, 

how a tax cut would really help me out.  But, I think we also have to -- the Republican Party is also doing 

more than just putting someone, a face, they’re putting people who really can make a difference.  Anne 

Northrop is a real force in the Congress, and there are several members, Kay Baily Hutchinson is a force in 

the Senate. And these are people that really have the respect of their colleagues.  And I think that’s the most 

important thing. 
 

 DELEGATE NORTON:  The Republicans may be on the opposite side of a lot of the issues 

women and people of color care about, but they’re not stupid when it comes to what kind of face they need 

to show the public.  After all, I look at J.C. Watts --  
 

 MS. ERBE:  Let me ask you -- okay, J.C. Watts, was the fact that he was the only African 

American Republican in the House, he was replaced by a white woman.  Is there any symbolism in there? 
 

 DELEGATE NORTON:  No, I don’t think so.  I won’t put that on them.  They may be playing 

that kind of -- but, with J.C. Watts they really lost a very valuable commodity, and I will always believe 

that had he done, which is the usual case, moved up in the hierarchy, he would still be in the Congress of 

the United States.  He left, he’s a good soldier, he won’t say he left, but this man should have been moved 

up.  This was not only a black man, this was a very attractive political figure.  So I think that was a big loss.  

Let’s see whether or not they will do what we did, which is really move this woman, move her up, and even 

move her to the heights we did with Nancy Pelosi. 
 

 MS. WHITE:  And that’s important.  And to speak to J.C. Watts, J.C. Watts never intended to stay 

in this town.  He has five young children, he’s a husband, he is trying to raise three young children. 
 

 DELEGATE NORTON:  That’s a line. 
 

 MS. ERBE:  However, Dana, I will say as somebody who read the interview in Time or 

Newsweek when he left, he made it pretty clear that he was disappointed that he did not get promoted.  He 

did make that clear, himself. 
 

 MS. WHITE:  Well, it’s unfortunate that he didn’t get promoted, and I’m not going to say that 

that’s not unfortunate, as a black woman, as a conservative, but at the same time, I worked with that 

conference, I understand that conference supported him a great deal, and he would never deny that. 
 

 MS. CONWAY:  Just this week it was announced that J.C. Watts has accepted the chairmanship 

of GOPAC, which is the group that Newt Gingrich founded many, many years ago --  
 

 DELEGATE NORTON:  It’s not like majority leader. 
 

 MS. CONWAY:  Well, but it’s to help train Republican grassroots leaders and candidates across 

the country.  So he’s very, very involved.  Plus, he’s a very successful entrepreneur in his own right 

already.  About Deborah Pryce, here’s what I think is very compelling about Congresswoman Pryce.  She 

is not just talking about abortion and guns, she gives women credit, that they’re financially sophisticated to 

talk about the economy. 
 

 MS. ERBE:  Hold it.  We’ll go to credits, and we’ll come right back and finish up.  That’s it for 

this edition of to the contrary.  Next week, celebrity profiler Martha Cheryl tells us how American worship 

of celebrities affects the status of women. 
 

 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.) 
 

 


