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.STX 

 



MS. ERBE:  This week on “To the Contrary,” women governors and the fall 

elections.  Then, Congress moves to limit abortion rights again.  Behind the headlines: 

the new conservation movement brings environmentalists and loggers together to 

preserve nature. 

 

(Musical break.) 

 

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

and social trends from diverse perspectives.  Up first, madam governor.  Of eight women 

governors in the U.S., five are up for reelection, four are expected to win.  This despite 

the fact they are running in states dominated by the opposition party.  Political experts 

credit this to the view that women are able to work across the aisle, build consensus, and 

are more believable as politicians.  Still, women make up a small percentage of elected 

officials.  In Congress, women hold 15 percent of seats.  Of the women in Congress, just 

under one quarter are women of color.  Statewide the numbers go up a little with women 

holding about a quarter of the elective executive seats. 

 

Joan Fitz-Gerald president of the Colorado Senate and chair of the Democratic 

Legislative Campaign Committee, says a large part of the problem is women aren’t 

stepping forward. 

 

JOAN FITZ-GERALD:  I think the public is ready for women candidates despite 

the fact that these races have gotten much more serious than they had in the past, and 

women need to be ready as well.  They can’t keep saying, maybe later, maybe at a better 

time.  We want them to step up to the plate now because never have we needed the kind 

of leadership that forms consensus, looks at bread and butter issues the way women do, 

and are able to move this country forward.  Everybody talks about women’s biological 

clocks; well, it applies to politics as well – that you can’t wait forever.  Women are 

dismissive of their accomplishments and just generally they kind of think, oh, I did that 

but it wasn’t important.  By and large you talk to women and I’ll talk to them about 

running for a Senate seat and they’ll say, maybe I should start at the school board level. 

 

MS. ERBE:  So is it accurate, Irene Natividad, that women are less willing to step 

up to the plate and run? 

 

MS. NATIVIDAD:  Well, I don’t know if that’s accurate but I think the problem 

has to do with money, which is the mother’s blood of politics.  Ten years ago campaigns 

were very expensive, now they are outrageous because right now the people depend on 

the media to connect with voters directly. 

 

MS. CZARNECKI:  That’s right politics is a never ending marathon, its 24/7 fund 

raising events, campaigning, you name it.  And sometimes women just want to stop and 

smell the roses and live the rest of their lives. 

 



MS. SOSA:  I have to say I agree with my colleagues.  You know, if it’s between 

having a life and living from a fundraiser to a fundraiser.  Why are we surprised that 

women are choosing to stay out of politics?   

 

MS. SETMAYER:  I wouldn’t say women aren’t necessarily stepping up.  I think 

that historically the women haven’t been positioned to be in the pipeline for politics, but 

there has been an expediential increase in women’s presence in politics in the last 20 

years, which I think is positive. 

 

MS. ERBE:  Well, to get back to your point, Patricia, I’ll tell you why I’m 

surprised – I mean, the generation I grew up with, ambitious women were just as 

ambitious as ambitious men and men are willing to give up their lives for careers, many 

women I have known anyway have been that way, too.  Do women like that no longer 

exist and that’s why they’re not running for office?   

 

MS. SOSA:  No they do exist.  Courageous women do exist, but it’s becoming 

more and more difficult because it’s a combination of factors and in some ways is – you 

know, traditional roles in the family and women continuing thinking that they are the 

main provider for the family in terms of keeping the family together and not being 

willing to sacrifice the time to raise their children to run the campaigns, because it’s 

money, it’s time, and it’s also your integrity.  You know, campaigns have gotten very 

dirty and I think women do not want into that type of situation; they want it to keep clean. 

 

MS. NATIVIDAD:  Well I have to tell you that this whole discussion makes me 

sad because I was president of the National Women’s Political Caucus in the mid-‘80s 

when there was this strong propellant to get more women into office.  And the numbers 

have increased and I take heart in that, but not enough for us to revel in it.  Frankly, to 

have only eight women governors out of 50 is pathetic. 

 

MS. ERBE:  There is one positive note in all of this among the governors: four 

out of the five who are up for reelection this year are dead-on candidates to win according 

to the analysts and the pundits, so there is an advantage for women in that way.  They are 

three times as likely to be running ahead of their opponents as their male colleagues at 

this point in the races. 

 

MS. NATIVIDAD:  Because women are very practical and they bring that into 

office, and governorships and mayoralties are all based on what you can deliver to your 

constituencies and women know what that is.  The part that does make me a little happy 

is the increasing numbers of women in state legislatures because frankly those women – 

we used to think that was the pool for congressional only.  I think they’re the pool for 

statewide office and governorships.  A lot of women don’t want to move out of where 

they are – their communities – in order to hold office, so that’s how come the growth in 

statewide, state-level officers is I think is a positive, because guess who becomes 

president in this country?  Men who were governors. 

 



MS. CZARNECKI:  That’s exactly right.  I think Patricia makes an interesting 

point about how ugly campaigns are.  Campaigns are at their ugliest point than they have 

been in the past 10 or 40 years. 

 

MS. ERBE:  That said, obviously I’m not saying there’s not interparty strife going 

on, but if you look at the days of Tammany Hall with payoffs and bribery – I mean, how 

much uglier than that can it get? 

 

MS. CZARNECKI:  A lot of people I’ve talked to will not even put themselves in 

that limelight because they start lying about your family and your finances and they say 

that you’re a crooked person.  You may have led the best life you’ve ever had and the 

best businessman or best businesswoman, and when they start creating stuff that’s a 

fiction and you’ve got to start defending yourself, a lot of people don’t want to put 

themselves, their families through that type of stress.  It’s really awful.   

 

The other thing we didn’t discuss about was the power of incumbency.  

Incumbents have a 96-percent reelection rate. 

 

MS. :  And they’re mostly men. 

 

MS. CZARNECKI:  And that’s true, so anybody who wants to put themselves out 

there has to do two and three and four times the amount of work, not just doing the fund 

raising but it’s a lot of effort and a lot of people say, why bother?  I can still have a decent 

life and taking my vacations and see my kids and do all those other things that I want to 

do, including taking care of my parents. 

 

MS. SETMAYER:  Well, that’s I made in the opening segment in that the 

political barriers historically have kept women out of running for office because of the 

power of party influence, which were dominated by white, old men, and it’s still the case 

now: 86 percent of elected officials are white men.  So up until I guess the mid-‘70s, 

there were only 10 women elected to Congress.  In the entire history of the United States, 

only 10.  And there’s never been a woman of color elected governor in any state in this 

country, so there are still things, including the power of incumbency, which have not yet 

cycled through to open up the opportunities for women to come into this. 

 

MS. ERBE:  Do you think you’re – I know you: you’re as ambitious as anybody I 

know and do you think your generation is just less ambitious politically. 

 

MS. SETMAYER:  Not necessarily less ambitious politically; I think that they’re 

so cynical about elected office and politicians that they feel they can effect change in 

other ways, which I don’t necessarily agree with totally because I plan to run for office 

one day and that’s a goal of mine, so you can add me to the statistics – I don’t think I’ll 

be governor, but I’ll definitely run for Congress. 

 

MS. ERBE:  Don’t say that. 

 



MS. SETMAYER:  I don’t want to be governor; Congress is good.  So but I think 

that there is a lot more social activism in other things outside of elected office because of 

how ugly politics has become. 

 

MS. SOSA:  I think there’s going to be a change; I think that governors have role 

model, so I’m very hopeful that we’re going to see more and more and more. 

 

MS. ERBE:  All right.  From running for office to crossing state lines.   

 

The U.S. Senate this week passed a bill designed to stop teen girls from getting 

abortions without their parent’s consent.  It’s the most significant limitation on abortion 

rights in decades.  The bill, slightly different from one passed by the House, bars 

grandmothers or other relatives and friends from taking minors across state lines for 

abortions.  Six states and the District of Columbia have no parental notification laws.  

Supporters of the travel ban say it will prevent these states from becoming safe havens 

for skirting other state laws.  Critics say it will result in criminal charges against 

grandparents or clergy who may want to help young women.   

 

Meanwhile, a congressional report release by California Democrat Henry 

Waxman finds federally funded, so-called crisis pregnancy centers routinely lie to young 

women seeking abortion counseling.  The report found congressional staffers pretending 

to be 17 and possibly pregnant, were told abortion significantly increases the risk of 

breast cancer, future infertility, and causes emotional trauma called Post Abortion 

Syndrome: all untrue.  Crisis pregnancy centers outnumber women’s health clinics by 

two to one nation wide.   

 

So, Karen Czarkecki, should these crisis pregnancy centers be getting federal 

funding if they’re not being honest with the women coming to them for counseling? 

 

MS. CZARNECKI:  I don’t think there’s any problem with anybody getting 

funding who are helping people, whether it’s a pregnancy center or a variety of different 

healthcare services.  However, in the medical community there’s a variety of opinion 

about this stuff.   

 

MS. ERBE:  There’s no variety of opinion about the breast cancer part.   

 

MS. :  Yes there is. 

 

MS. ERBE:  It’s been completely disproven that there is any relationship between 

abortion and breast cancer.   

 

MS. CZARNECKI:  I’ve read some studies that say one thing; I’ve read studies 

that say other things, and I happen to know doctors – because I come from a medical 

family – that do believe that sort of thing.  But in terms of the information they should be 

giving individuals, it should be what is out there but they do give people best-case 

scenario, worst-case scenario.  So I don’t have a problem with them discussing the 



options and a wide range of medical opinion, but they’ve got to tell them what the 

general statistics are and no on should be giving false information to anyone, whether 

you’re federally funded or not.   

 

MS. NATIVIDAD:  Well, I have a problem with my tax dollars being used to 

give uninformed answers to people’s questions because supposedly the government 

should be there, as you say, to provide the information.  This isn’t information; this is 

more ideology coming out as advice.  

 

Listen, when the New England Journal of Medicine says there is no connection 

among a lot of doctors between breast cancer and abortion, but you’re not given that 

information over the phone – instead, you’re giving the reverse – I do have a problem 

with that because it doesn’t allow the citizen, a girl or an older woman, to make the right 

decision.   

 

MS. SETMAYER:  Well, just like Karen said, there is still enough question 

within the medical community that still – 

 

(Cross talk.)  

 

MS. ERBE:  Let’s get on to another point because we’ve kind of beaten that one 

to death, but what about the Senate ban on interstate travel for anyone but a parent with a 

minor who’s seeking an abortion.  Will it eventually become law?  Will the House and 

Senate reconcile their differences and the president sign it? 

 

MS. SETMAYER:  I think so, the House has passed a bill like this four times 

already and the Senate has killed it, but this time the climate is set in the election year 

where over 75 percent of the American people believe that there should be parental 

consent laws in place in some form.  So I think this year you will see it pass.  The 

Democrats have put forth a procedural motion to try and kill it.  They don’t want to set up 

conferees to hammer out the differences, but it’s something that I think to most people – 

it’s a commonsense approach.  We hear the alarmists on the other side that say 

grandparents are going to be prosecuted, but there are exemptions in these laws that allow 

for that.  You can go before a judge to get an exemption if you have an abusive parent 

and things like that, so it’s a good bill. 

 

MS. SOSA:  It’s politics, politics, politics.  From funding pregnancy centers that 

are giving misinformation to bringing that bill to the Senate floor where there are so 

many issues facing this country from the war to the economic issues, gas prices, it’s all 

about mobilizing the base of the Republican Party. 

 

MS. ERBE:  Is this something that you think Washington should be focusing on 

right now or are there more pressing issues?   

 

MS. CZARNECKI: This has been a never-ending issue, as Tara has mentioned.  

It’s an important issue that should be addressed.  If my child – my young teenager had 



this ability to cross state lines to get an abortion, I would be very concerned.  Children 

living in your house – and the bill is for 18 and younger – parents do need to know what 

is happening with their kids.  If you can’t get any aspirin in schools because you have to 

have parental consent or notification, then you have to have it for procedures such as this.  

It’s similar to a lot of other things. 

 

(Cross talk.) 

 

MS. NATIVIDAD:  Karen, there are only six states in the United States that don’t 

have parental consent laws.  What are we talking about?  That’s already in place.  We’re 

talking about something else: criminalizing somebody who transports a young woman 

who wants to have an abortion, maybe she was raped, it may have been an abusive 

situation with an uncle or father or whatever, a boy friend.  And to make that person a 

criminal because they are crossing a border I think is highly – 

 

(Cross talk.) 

 

MS. ERBE:  I have a question and then we’re going to be out of time, but 

Democrats are saying that Republicans did this to mobilize their base but will it also 

mobilize voters who are opposed to this kind of thing. 

  

MS. NATIVIDAD:  A recent poll of the 5o more challenges districts for the 

upcoming elections were testing these issues, and the Democrats are ahead because even 

the base of the Republican Party is getting tired of some of the issues from abortion to 

stem cell because they’re not dealing with the real issues. 

 

MS. ERBE:  All right that’s all we have time for, thank you to the panelists for 

joining me for this part of the show. 

 

Behind the headlines: the environmental movement has changes a lot since its 

beginnings roughly a half century ago.  Even in the midst of the recent development 

surge, nonprofit land conservation groups have succeeded in preserving record amounts 

of acreage, helping America’s families by improving air and water quality and outdoor 

recreation.  They’re also enlisting corporate support rather than fighting corporations.   

 

(Begin video segment.) 

 

“To the Contrary” looks at the work of one group that is forging new alliances: 

the Conservation Fund.  The Burkhead family has been logging for more than 50 years on 

Maryland’s eastern shore.   

 

JOE BURKHEAD:  It’s a family tradition I guess.  I grew up in it.  My daddy was 

a mill man and he’d done some logging, too.   

 



MS. ERBE:  Now, Joe’s four sons and two grandsons are following in the family 

tradition.  Joe’s wife Shirley is also in the family business, she keeps the financial 

records. 

 

SHIRLEY BURKHEAD:  I’d say as they grew up – I told them they never had 

blood, they had pine rosin running through their veins because of all the loggers and the 

timber industry that our backgrounds go through – both sides of the family. 

 

MS. ERBE:  Like many loggers the Burkheads have had to travel to where the 

work is.  Sometimes that meant separating and logging in different states.  Over the years, 

they have seen a lot of tough times. 

 

MS. BURKHEAD:  It’s not real dependable, you don’t know from one day to the 

next.  It changes.  The weather can affect you, health can affect you.  You might plan a 

trip for the weekend and then a skitter breaks down or a truck breaks down and there goes 

your weekend because you’ve got to get underneath it and fix it.  I’ve done that many a 

weekend.   

 

MS. ERBE:  Besides the demands of the job, these loggers, like the logging 

industry, have fallen victim to the nation’s vanishing forests.  It used to be that loggers 

and the companies they worked for would be at odds with environmental groups trying to 

conserve land and forests.  Now they’re working together. 

 

BLAINE PHILLIPS:  We lose three million acres of open space a year in this 

country, and in the mid-Atlantic the pressure is intense.   

 

MS. ERBE:  The Conservation Fund exemplifies the new environmental 

movement approach.  Instead of fighting with companies, the Fund works with them, 

relies on their donations, and in tandem with them preserves green spaces.  Gone are the 

days of tree-dwelling protests like that that of Julia Butterfly Hill, who spent two years 

living in a California redwood tree to protest logging there.  Instead, environmentalists 

coordinate with companies to save some of the seven million acres of forest land up for 

sale this year.  That after the companies that own them extract all the timber they need. 

 

There’s not much by way of government funds to protect these lands.  They’re 

usually bought up by developers who build shopping malls and housing complexes.   

 

MR. PHILLIPS:  We have a dual purpose charter to promote economic 

development as well environmental protection, so we right from the beginning are 

occupying sort of a different niche.  We don’t view the world of conservation as a 

polarized effort; we view it as a collaborative effort. 

 

MS. ERBE:  That collaboration brings together the private and public sectors to 

nurture nature along with the local economy.  Larry Walton is a forestry consultant who 

works with the Conservation Fund and the State of Maryland to create sustainable forest 

lands. 



 

LARRY WALTON:  The Eastern Shore is not a secret anymore: people are 

moving here and it’s put a lot of pressure on development and a lot of forest land and a 

lot of ag land is going that way.  These deals that the Conservation Fund made has 

protected that: at least this relatively small little forest will always stay forest and 

working forest to help support the industry. 

 

MR. PHILLIPS:  We look for opportunities with business.  We look for 

opportunities with landowners.  To that extent, I think it is a huge opportunity for 

protecting what is left out there.   

 

MS. ERBE:  When the Conservation Fund heard that 58,000 acres were for sale in 

Maryland its investors put up $16 million to buy the land.  The state matched the money 

and worked with the Fund to create a long term forest management plan. 

 

KIP POWERS:  This sustainable forest management plan will drive the long term 

goals on the property, which is supporting local economies through managing for timber, 

supporting recreational uses, such as hunting, and a lot of other uses as far as restoration 

for wildlife and other habitat. 

 

MS. ERBE:  Some of the forest lies on the lower Eastern Shore of the Chesapeake 

Bay.  Its majestic pines and hardwoods tower over pristine land.  In the village of 

Quantico near Salisbury, Maryland, the plan allows continued logging.  It preserves more 

than a hundred jobs while supplying seven Eastern Shore sawmills.  It’s part of the 

Fund’s strategic Chesapeake Bay conservation effort, which already has saved more than 

260,000 acres valued at more than $414 million. 

 

As for the Burkheads, they and other local families can now see the forest for the 

trees which they will harvest for timber while promoting its growth. 

 

MR. BURKHEAD:  I look at it as an investment.  Like an IRA or whatever.  You 

go and you thin it and get some money out of it.  Then 10, 12 years down the road you 

thin it a second time and get some out of that.  And then another 10 years down the road 

you go back in and final harvest it and get some money again and you replant it and start 

the whole cycle over and over again. 

 

MS. ERBE:  That constant work has allowed the Burkheads to return home to 

Maryland.  They have reinvested in their family business by buying multimillion-dollar 

equipment they can bank on paying off down the road. 

 

MR. BURKHEAD:  Steady work.  Good work.  Places to go.  Finish one job and 

you move on to another one.  You don’t have to sit around and wait for another job to 

come along. 

 

THAD BURKHEAD:  And we’ve kind of found a formula to stay working, make 

the state some money off their land.  We’re keeping the mill open, just trying to keep it 



alive and we’re benefiting.  You know, everybody is kind of winning from what we’ve 

done. 

 

(End video segment.)  

 

MS. ERBE:  Welcome Mary O’Connor of the Conservation Fund.  Tell me, is this 

the environmental movement grown up, or gone are the days of Butterfly – the protestor 

who sat on the top of a redwood tree to try to save the redwood forest – and now it’s 

negotiating and working with corporations? 

 

MARY O’CONNOR:  Yes I would say so.  I think 30 years ago the conservation 

movement itself was much more focused on tools like litigation.  Today, we really are 

focused on collaboration.  It’s collaboration, not confrontation. 

 

MS. ERBE:  What percentage of the companies, particularly companies that own 

harvestable goods such as trees and minerals and that sort of thing, are willing to 

negotiate with you?   

 

MS. O’CONNOR:  There are a variety of different companies that are interested 

in partnering with the environment.  As to a percentage, I don’t know that I could exactly 

say, but in all of the extractive industries people are much more interested in partnering 

with the environment. 

 

MS. ERBE:  And what happens?  Tell me how those deals go and whether they’re 

growing at the moment. 

 

MS. O’CONNOR:  They’re absolutely growing; I think one place that really 

comes to fruition that we see a lot as in the piece we just saw is the forestry industry.  

Over the last 15 years or so we’ve seen a dramatic change.  Most recently, like with 

International Paper, we’ve seen them sell all of their holdings here in the United States.  

The Conservation Fund was called in earlier and International Paper asked us to identify 

where are the most important pieces of forestry.  We were able to partner with them and 

secure those so that they would continue to be working forests, protecting the 

conservation value of the land and also the economy.  

 

MS. ERBE:  Are there any down sides to these deals?  Some environmentalists 

aren’t happy unless they get 100 percent of what they’re looking for. 

 

MS. O’CONNOR:  There are no downsides that I see.  Coming from the 

Conservation Fund, we really focus on the intersection of business and the environment 

and that’s important to us.  It’s the mission that we founded on 20 years ago and so it is 

only through collaboration that we were able to succeed in the way that we have.  The 

environmental movement is a very diverse group of folks and there’s room for everyone. 

 



MS. ERBE:  Now, you mentioned International Paper: is there as much of this or 

more going on in the west coast of the United States?  We happened to pick Maryland – 

the East Coast. 

 

MS. O’CONNOR:  Absolutely, from shore to shore.  The Conservation Fund 

works with International Paper, some of the TIMOs which are Timber Investment 

Management Organization, with state governments, national governments in 

collaboration identifying opportunities to protecting working landscapes from farms to 

forests. 

 

MS. ERBE:  What part of the country needs conservation most right now? 

 

MS. O’CONNOR:  I would say that there is no part of the country that doesn’t 

need conservation in some way.  The Unite States is turning and developing land quicker 

than we ever have in our history and it’s time that we need to make informed choices.  At 

the Conservation Fund we’re not necessarily interested in stopping development; we just 

want to see thoughtful development.  We want to see working landscapes like farms and 

forests and fisheries protected for future generations and the economic health of ourselves 

today. 

 

MS. ERBE:  And some would say with the recent economic boom it’s too late to 

protect certain parts of the country.  Is that true? 

 

MS. O’CONNOR:  That could be true.  With the forest lands turning over so 

quickly, a lot of the large paper companies selling off, the conservation organizations had 

to move very quickly and we continue to have to invest deeply. 

 

MS. ERBE:  Thank you so much.  That’s it for this edition of “To the Contrary.”  

Next week, the changing role of women in today’s military, and please join us on the web 

for To the Contrary Extra.  Whether your views are in agreement or to the contrary, 

please join us next time. 

 

(END) 


