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.STX 



 

MS. ERBE:  Female California voters protesting the macho career of Republican 

Arnold Schwarzenegger and telling pollsters, they'll vote Democratic in droves.  Is the 

women's vote decisive in this election? 

 

MS. ECHAVESTE:  Arnold can't count on his good macho looks to get women to 

vote for him.  He's going to lose them. 

 

MS. CZARNECKI:  Sorry, ladies, I think the immigrant vote is a little more 

decisive in this election than yours. 

 

MS. SOSA:  Well, the women's vote is very decisive in California and they're not 

with Arnold, not even his Democratic wife, even though she's a Kennedy, is going to be 

able to help him.  Sorry, Arnold. 

 

MS. WOOD:  The women's vote can be decisive in any election, and hopefully 

the women of California will realize that the failed Democratic economic policies of the 

past should not be the agenda for the future. 

 

 (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. 

 

In the news, women's groups decry California's Gubernatorial Candidate Arnold 

Schwarzenegger's past boorish behavior.  But wife and liberal Democrat Maria Shriver 

tries to convince them to vote for him. 

 

Then, a new study shows a sea change in women's shopping habits. 

 

Behind the headlines, daily school bus rides expose children to some dangerous 

diesel fumes.  Environmentalists are working to protect them from exposure to toxins. 

 

Up first, the Terminator's bid for governor.  Women voters are turning out to be 

the decisive factor in the California Gubernatorial campaign.  Women have turned 

against Republican front runner and former macho movie man Arnold Schwarzenegger 

and are rallying behind Lieutenant Governor Cruz Bustamante.  According to the latest 

statewide field poll, Schwarzenegger trails Bustamante by 5 percentage points overall, 

but by 13 points among women voters.  Earlier this week, Schwarzenegger's wife, 

journalist Maria Shriver, while campaigning for him, was cut short by female protestors. 

 

Women from the group Code Pink, gathered to protest his candidacy.  This comes 

not long after recent revelations of Schwarzenegger's boorish behavior and mistreatment 

of women.  In a 1977 WE Magazine article, he bragged of sexual exploits with other 

body builders.  A March 2001 Premiere Magazine report said he regularly groped women 

on movie sets and during interviews. 



 

MS. ERBE:  So, Karen Czarnecki, will the appearance of his liberal Democrat 

wife, or scion at least of a liberal Democrat family, Maria Shriver, help Arnold 

Schwarzenegger regain the women's vote? 

 

MS. CZARNECKI:  I think it will help him a lot with the women's vote.  Women 

traditionally vote Democrat, especially in a state like California.  I think her standing at 

his side, and not, you know, standing behind her man, will help him a lot because she's a 

smart, intelligent, well-liked, well-respected journalist, and I think that does a lot to 

really, really boost his image with women. 

 

MS. ERBE:  But, I mean, educated women voters, as they read about his sort of 

bragging about a group sex act with a bunch of muscle, you know, body builders, and 

also then talking about wanting to put a woman's head in a toilet, I mean all kinds of 

really offensive remarks. 

 

MS. CZARNECKI:  Like I said, I don't think all that stuff matters.  That was then 

and this is now.  It was 25 years ago when he was a 20-something trying to prove 

something in a body building world. 

 

MS. ERBE:  The Entertainment Weekly Magazine article was just a couple of 

years ago. 

 

MS. CZARNECKI:  It was 1977. 

 

MS. ERBE:  The WE Magazine was 1977, but the recent one was 2001. 

 

MS. CZARNECKI:  I think the best thing about what he has been saying all along 

is, I didn't run my life to be a politician.  I've kind of lived my life.  And, literally, from 

the type of profession he was in, you're always looking for those hot button issues, doing 

and saying crazy things in public that get you the attention, get you in the papers, get you 

the ratings for your movies.  And, that, I mean, I at least put those comments in that 

category.  I mean, Maria Shriver would never have married him if he were that much of a 

jerk. 

 

MS. ECHAVESTE:  Actually that was going to be my point.  I think what women 

are --  

 

MS. ERBE:  How do we know that?  I mean, he may show one side of himself to 

her and quite another side of himself to other women. 

 

MS. ECHAVESTE:  That's why I don't think the fact that Maria Shriver is going 

to be campaigning for him is going to help him that much, because I think we've really 

reached a point in which we are recognizing that just because you're married to someone, 

you think you're really smart and intelligent, you think the woman is, but you look at the 

candidate.  That's who is running for office, not Maria Shriver.  And, I think women are 



also sophisticated enough in their own lives to know that sometimes the guy you're 

married to may act differently elsewhere.  And so, that's not going to help him at all. 

 

MS. ERBE:  What do you think? 

 

MS. SOSA:  I think he doesn't have the women's vote, but he doesn't have a lot of 

other communities.  I mean, the Latino community is totally against it. He's run a really 

bad campaign.  I mean, he's an example of an unskilled person.  To be a politician 

requires a lot of skill.  To be a governor, a candidate for governor in California requires 

tremendous amounts of skills.  So, I think it's a mistake for the Republican Party to back 

Arnold Schwarzenegger, and they're paying the price right now. 

 

MS. CZARNECKI:  I disagree, and I've got to tell you, because he's running a 

very smart campaign.  I don't put a lot of stock in campaign consultants.  He's hired the 

best of the best to assist him, and I think crafting his image even to this point, I think he's 

done an excellent job. 

 

MS. WOOD:  Early on, though, the fact is Arnold's talked a lot about education.  

It's one of the things that he got involved in, not just last year, and that's obviously an 

issue that women care a lot about.  Now, is he going to talk about it a lot?  He hasn't yet.  

He's talked about it some, but he hasn't driven it home. 

 

MS. ERBE:  Let me throw back to you guys, he is pro choice.  He is pro women's 

rights.  He's pro women's advancement.  Doesn't it matter where he stands on the issues 

more and the positions he will take on public policies and laws that will actually affect 

millions of women's lives in California than what he said, or how he treated individual 

women? 

 

MS. ECHAVESTE:  On that level he'll also use because, let's take education, yes, 

he's a big proponent of after school education, but the key to California is its finances and 

resources, and to date he hasn't really been able to articulate what he's going to do about 

the economy.  And, in fact, he has initially sort of pooh-poohed it.  Well, the people don't 

really care about the details.  Well, I'm sorry, there is one thing California is focused on 

right now, it's the details of the budget. 

 

MS. WOOD:  We're having an election because of the economy.  We're having an 

election because there's a huge budget deficit in California.  It's not about any of these 

other issues, and that's not why there's a recall going on.  So, at the end of the day, he's 

got to have that plan out there, I agree. 

 

MS. SOSA:  The California voters are going to look at the totality of the agenda.  

Women are not going to -- they're going to look at those issues, abortion, and all those 

things, they're important, but there are other things that are very important.  And, again, 

you have a large voting block.  You said the immigrants are very important, and he's not 

speaking to them.  He is adopting the policies of Pete Wilson that was known as the most 

anti-immigrant governor of California.  He is not supporting --  there's a resolution, a 



proposition to stop gathering data about the ethnicity of people, which is so important for 

ethnic politics and policies, and he's not supporting it. 

 

MS. ERBE:  And speaking of not speaking to issues, we've got to cut our talk 

about this issue and go from politics to shopping. 

 

Retailers beware.  A new study says women no longer want to shop 'til they drop.  

With a lackluster economy and busier lifestyles shopping once considered pleasurable 

and fun by women apparently no longer is.  The consulting firm Frank About Women 

surveyed women about their changing shopping habits.  The results show regardless of 

social class or life stage, the shopping habits of nearly two out of three women have 

changed just in the past two years.  The average amount of time spent shopping is now 

down from two to three hours per trip to between one and two hours.  Why?  One factor 

may be the proliferation of strip malls and chain stores, and the fact so many merchants 

offer the same merchandise, there's less variety than there was before.  This makes 

shopping feel more like a chore than a quest.  Women have also become more demanding 

about pricing.  One-third of respondents require a discount of at least 50 percent before 

making a retail purchase.  Then, of course, there's Internet shopping which helps women 

save so much time.  Still, 42 percent of women surveyed say they shop to relieve stress. 

 

So, Patricia Sosa, are you shopping less than you used to? 

 

MS. SOSA:  Well, welcome to the information age.  The Internet is at the heart of 

it, and women are taking advantage of it.  And they're shopping more efficiently, more 

effectively, they're doing it through the Internet in part.  Although, I have to say in the 

information age we thought we would have more leisure time to do things like going 

shopping, but you know we have less leisure time because we can do more things.  So we 

spend less time doing certain things, because we're doing tons of things. 

 

And also the other thing is the sales.  You know, women making the right choices 

in terms of investment.  I like to say this because I have this German friends that were 

talking to me, they said, this country is crazy.  You know, you can go in one store and 

have a pair of pants for $20, and two blocks down they're for $10, and they both make 

business.  Well, you know, women are very smart, and they're like going and taking the 

time buying where it's more economic. 

 

MS. ERBE:  I was interested to see this study because as a teenager and in my 

20s, I loved to shop.  I enjoyed it.  In fact, my best friend and I who get together every 

weekend used to spend most of our weekend time together shopping.  And now, I can't 

stand it anymore.  And I don't know if I'm a part of this demographic trend, or if it's just 

that older women are not shopping as much as younger women, what is it? 

 

MS. WOOD:  Well, you know, as you get older, and I'm learning this, you have a 

lot more responsibility.  You don't have all the free time you had when you were 20-25 

years old.  And when the work day has gotten longer, and when you're done at 7:00, the 

last thing I want to do is run to the mall, basically.  I want to go home and chill out.  And 



then your weekends are the same way, they're busy.  So, I don't think there's as much 

leisure time as there used to be, and so that's why I think you're not seeing the shopping 

that you did. 

 

MS. CZARNECKI:  It's no longer carefree, Bonnie.  You can't go shopping every 

weekend. 

 

MS. WOOD:  But you look great. 

 

MS. CZARNECKI:  I think there's a whole host of reasons.  But I've got to tell 

you, part of the reason is, that there are too many --  and too many of the same stories are 

cropping up everywhere.  You can buy the same thing in every store.  You can get it in 

TJ Maxx, but you can get it in Hechts and the major department stores.  I bumped into a 

fellow who works for one of the large retail department stores, it's the May Company, 

and they have a lot of different things.  And I said to him, your buyers are lousy.  And he 

was taken aback by it.  It's the first time I had met the man.  And he said, what do you 

mean?  And I said, I used to shop in three of your stores, and now the stock is just like 

Abercrombie and Fitch and the Gap.  I said, if you're trying to be these other stores, 

you're not showing your independent enough, and really tailoring to me, the professional 

woman who has to go to work every day. 

 

MS. ECHAVESTE:  I think that shopping, the lack of diversity, that's why 

Internet shopping --  

 

MS. ERBE:  And what about the lack of sales -- a lot of stores, to save money, 

have cut back on retail sales assistants.  Sometimes you spend 15-20 minutes just looking 

for a sales assistant.  Has that changed? 

 

MS. ECHAVESTE:  I think that's made it less pleasurable.  I mean, the notion is, 

you get attended to.  And the fact is that in many, many stores now, you walk in, you 

can't find someone to help you.  And so it's sort of why bother.  Which is why I think the 

Internet shopping, you can do your own servicing. 

 

MS. ERBE:  There is a major downside to Internet shopping, especially for 

clothes, which is, it comes, it's not exactly the same color that it looked like, it doesn't fit 

you as well as you thought it was going to. 

 

MS. WOOD:  I was going to say, some of this could be the fallout of success.  

The truth is, more people can shop now than could ever shop before.  And the malls are 

crowded, and you run into people, and the sales clerks aren't as helpful.  You know, it's 

not just the upper class or middle class that are shopping, it's everybody.  And that's a 

good thing.  But it's made it more just like everything else a rat race. 

 

MS. SOSA:  They are also busing people in from two and three hours away, and 

when you show up in a mall, and there are ten busloads of people, it's great for the 



merchants, but I don't want to be in those throngs of people.  I kind of want to shop 

without everybody bumping into me.  And it's uncomfortable. 

 

MS. SOSA:  Another point is, the difference in prices.  You go to Potomac Mills, 

for the people that live in this region, in the Washington region, and it's so affordable, so 

you organize your shopping when you can go and buy affordable things, versus going 

every day and paying high prices. 

 

MS. ERBE:  All right.  Well, no more shop until you drop. 

 

And, Genevieve, than you for joining us for this segment. 

 

Behind the headlines, the wheels on the bus, as the song says, go round and 

round.  But the engines on school buses may be a bit more dangerous for schoolchildren 

than most Americans realize.  In fact, bus engines spew what scientists have recently 

discovered are harmful exhaust particles into the air. 

 

To The Contrary reports on one scientist who is working to make school buses 

safer for schoolchildren.  Each school day nearly 600,000 school buses transport 24 

million students to and from school nationwide.  The majority of buses are powered by 

diesel fuel, creating exhaust that contains 40 different compounds listed as hazardous air 

pollutants under the Clean Air Act.  Three of these chemicals are known human 

carcinogens. 

 

MR. WARGO:  I would put this among the top five key threats to children's 

health from poor environmental quality. 

 

MS. ERBE:  John Wargo, a Yale University professor, has conducted extensive 

research on children's vulnerability to air pollutants, particularly diesel fumes.  His 

concern is the common practice of buses idling in front of schools, spewing toxins into 

the air.  Children inhale these toxins as they wait to board the buses, or sit inside them 

waiting for the buses to take off.  It may not seem like a matter of major concern, but the 

fact is kids spend an hour of an average day on diesel-powered buses inhaling this nasty 

mix of pollutants and carcinogens.  Not only are they exposed to the fumes from their 

buses, but also to those emitted by other buses and trucks encountered en route.  Diesel 

engines put out low diameter particles, these small particles are inhaled deeply into the 

lungs.  In children, these particles penetrate narrower airways where they are more likely 

to be retained.  Children are also breath in more pollutants in relation to their lighter 

bodyweights.  There is no known safe level of exposure to diesel exhaust for children, 

especially those with respiratory illness. 

 

MR. WARGO:  We started out by putting monitors on children, and they walked 

through their school day from the time they left their house, got on their bus, went to 

school.  We followed them for virtually every second until they came home. 

 



MS. ERBE:  Professor Wargo expected to find the problem was dirty indoor air in 

schools.  The monitors and charts pointed in another direction. 

 

MR. WARGO:  It was really a surprise for us to find that the quality of air inside 

buses and around buses was as bad as it is.  We found that children are exposed to air 

pollutants at a level far higher than EPA standard on the ride to school and the ride home.  

And this was not reported before. 

 

This is a perfect example of what I was saying.  Bus stop, pollution cloud caught 

up to the bus, and now it's making its way onto the bus. 

 

MS. ERBE:  The only way to reduce pollutants inside the bus is to emit fewer 

pollutants from the tailpipe.  That leaves several options. 

 

MR. WARGO:  One is to change the engine type, one would be to change your 

fuel type, either move to low emitting fuels such as low sulfur diesel fuel, or the most 

expensive option would be to use natural gas, or you could retrofit the older buses, 

especially the dirtier buses, with catalytic converters, and particle traps. 

 

MS. ERBE:  At Haddam Killingworth Middle and High Schools where Dr. 

Wargo conducted the research, administrators knew they had to do something. 

 

MR. SHETTLE:  Right now, getting the ultra low sulfur diesel is very difficult, 

and number two the retrofitting of all the buses is somewhere between $5 and $8 

thousand a bus to retrofit it to the catalytic converters.  So those are two of the hindrances 

right now. 

 

MS. ERBE:  Professor Wargo says biodiesel, which is made from natural 

renewable sources, such as soy bean or vegetable oil, reduces toxic emissions slightly. 

 

MR. WARGO:  We felt doing the biodiesel was a good cost effective, and at the 

same time helping to bring the safety of the children up. 

 

MS. ERBE:  But he says another step is key.  The school district decided to 

restrict school bus idling, that even before Connecticut became one of the handful of 

states to pass laws making it illegal for school buses to idle more than three minutes. 

 

SCHOOL BUS DRIVER:  Well, we're sitting at the schools waiting for the 

students to be loaded on the bus, the buses in front of you were idling.  We would have to 

radio the other buses to shut their engines off so that we weren't inhaling fumes from 

their exhaust. 

 

MS. FUREY-WAGNER:  You could smell the exhaust all the way down two 

buildings to the main office, in the front of the building.  So, now that they're not idling, 

and they have the different mixture, I can't tell when the buses are loading or not.  It's 

pretty amazing actually.  We were getting headaches. 



 

MS. ERBE:  Still, experts say even more needs to be done.  The Environmental 

Protection Agency adopted new diesel regulations in the year 2000.  The new rules will 

eventually require reduced emissions from newer engines, as well as the use of ultra low 

sulfur fuel.  But the rules won't take full effect until the year 2010, even then older diesel 

vehicles will still be in use.  Professor Wargo says the tougher diesel regulations are 

important, but not sufficient to protect children.  Former EPA Administrator Christine 

Todd Whitman agrees, diesel fumes pose a major health hazard, especially for children.  

She says the agency is, however, taking steps to address the problem. 

 

FORMER ADMINISTRATOR WHITMAN:  Our most recent one is the Clean 

School Bus USA Program, and that has really three parts to it.  One is to reduce the 

amount of idling that school buses do.  School buses idle an average of an hour a day.  

We really want to drop that to half-an-hour by 2005.  We have a $5 million appropriation 

from the Congress to help school districts leverage dollars that they've already set aside 

to either update their fleet, buying new buses, because new cleaner burning buses are 

expensive, we know that, and retrofitting costs money as well. 

 

And then also, as we have gotten settlements in cases that we have brought, we 

have been able to encourage those who are settling with us, or they have voluntarily 

agreed to direct some of the money that they pay in penalties toward school bus 

retrofitting.  That way we've gotten another $20 million. 

 

MR. WARGO:  I think EPA is at least symbolically doing the right things, saying 

this is an important issue.  What they have not done is to reallocate resources to it, and 

what they have not done is to propose new regulations that I think are necessary and 

would demand changes in the engine design as well as changes in emissions technology, 

as well as emissions testing, which is not required federally. 

 

MS. ERBE:  Experts stress the issue must be addressed, because despite the 

problems with diesel fumes, school buses are still the safest way for children to get to 

school and back home. 

 

So, Susan Marmagas of Physicians for Social Responsibility, thank you for 

joining us.  What's the solution? 

 

MS. MARMAGAS:  Well, I think the solution is, first of all, we have to put 

children at the center of this issue.  We know that children are not these little adults.  We 

have to protect them in ways that we don't necessarily protect the whole population.  And 

it's really important for us to look at solutions now that we can begin implementing 

today. 

 

MS. ERBE:  But it doesn't sound like with a cost of $5 to $8 thousand per bus 

nationwide that in this economic climate with schools cutting budgets that that's a viable 

solution right now.  So, more anti-idling laws, or what is a viable solution right now? 

 



MS. MARMAGAS:  I think one viable solution is to restrict buses from idling 

when they are picking up children.  This, as we've seen from the segment, is a significant 

issue.  But I also think it's time to invest resources, yes it's a significant amount of money, 

but we need to put our children first, and we need to make the decision to invest the 

resources now, not just to retrofit buses, but to look at natural gas as an alternative, and to 

begin to provide incentives to the industry to create alternatives now. 

 

MS. ECHAVESTE:  I sort of hate to bring Iraq, because you're going to wonder 

how am I bringing Iraq here, but this is a perfect example.  You're right.  The current 

economic situation, budgets are totally --  states can't do this.  And yet, we're going to --  

the president is asking for almost $90 billion, and who knows how much more money to 

help rebuild Iraq.  Frankly, I would rather see some of that money make -- this is an 

incredibly important story.  I think there are parents all over the country who had no idea 

that their children are at risk. 

 

MS. CZARNECKI:  I think they're two separate issues.  But I really -- I've been 

reading articles in the paper for the past six months talking about converting diesel 

engines of cars by using the waste oil from Chinese restaurants and different restaurants.  

And that's growing in popularity.  Right now, it costs roughly $4 to $6 hundred dollars to 

convert a car engine.  I don't know what it would be, but is something like this under 

consideration for potentially these buses? 

 

MS. MARMAGAS:  Well, part of the issue is converting engines, but I think the 

bigger issue is looking at clean fuels.  It's very important that we move beyond this 

concept of --  

 

MS. CZARNECKI:  It's considered a clean fuel, though.  There's practically no 

emissions. 

 

MS. MARMAGAS:  But I think really what the technology shows us is moving to 

natural gas is one of the best solutions, and if you see now, you look at this in 

Washington, D.C., there are natural gas buses.  It is possible for localities to make a 

commitment to these. 

 

MS. SOSA:  I have to say, this issue for me also exemplifies that if women were 

the majority in state legislatures and Congress, we would have been dealing with this 

issue, because there is no excuse.  We understand it's costly, but you can make a plan 

that's more aggressive on the idling laws like Connecticut, retrofitting some of the buses, 

and these buses are old.  There are around 400,000 buses out there, and we know they're 

going to be --  new buses are going to come in the market, and making sure that those 

new buses are acceptable for the kids.  But it is unacceptable. 

 

MS. ERBE:  Susan, one other question though too.  Tell us about the way the 

federal government monitors air pollution doesn't really show the true amount of 

pollution that children are exposed to from these buses.  

 



MS. MARMAGAS:  That's very true, and we saw that from Dr. Wargo's study, 

that if you look at background --  

 

MS. ERBE:  And that's been true, by the way, through Democratic and 

Republican administrations. 

 

MS. MARMAGAS:  That's right.  If you look at background levels of diesel, you 

have --  

 

MS. ERBE:  What is a background level, explain what a background level is? 

 

MS. MARMAGAS:  A background level is, you go out on the street now and you 

measure what the levels of diesel are across a population, across a region, you can come 

up with a background level.  This is the average of the level of diesel that we're all 

breathing.  But what you see in the segment, and what we have found in the research is 

that if you actually go to a school, you go to a school, you go inside of a bus, the level of 

diesel is much higher than that background level.  In fact, what we've seen is, it's often 

five to ten times higher than that background level.  So, we need to set our regulations 

and our decisions based on where kids are actually exposed, not just the background that 

the whole population is getting. 

 

MS. CZARNECKI:  Why are these buses idling for 15 and 20 minutes at a time, 

though?  What's the rationale behind it? 

 

MS. MARMAGAS:  Well, they are picking up children.  In other words, they pull 

up at the bus stop, they're loading all the kids on, they idle the bus while those kids get 

on.  I think what we're now seeing is they don't have to do that.  And there are efforts 

now at state levels, and part of what the federal agencies are looking at is to restrict idling 

across the country. 

 

MS. ERBE:  Very briefly, do we have figures on the costs in terms, the healthcare 

costs and the impact on these children when they grow up as adults in terms of lung 

cancers, all kinds of asthma, et cetera? 

 

MS. MARMAGAS:  It's a significant issue.  I don't have the numbers here in front 

of me, but we're looking at asthma. 

 

MS. ERBE:  Hold to finish that thought for a moment, please. 

 

That's it for this edition of To The Contrary, next week, teen access to emergency 

contraception.  Should teens be able to get EC without parental consent or a doctor's 

prescription.  Whether your views are in agreement or to the contrary, please join us next 

time and visit our PBS Online web site at PBS.org. 

 

(End of program.) 

 



 

 

 


