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BONNIE ERBE:  This week on To the Contrary, first, terrorists use sexual 
enslavement of women as a weapon of war.  Then, the ethics of surrogacy.  Behind the 
headlines, efforts to end child abuse and neglect. 

 
(Musical break.) 
 
MS. ERBE:  Hello.  I’m Bonnie Erbe.  Welcome to To the Contrary, a discussion 

of news and social trends from diverse perspectives.  Up first, women and terrorists.   
 
(Begin video segment.) 
 
MS. ERBE:  As terrorists from the group known as ISIS or ISIL threaten to 

behead more American journalists, the world reacted in horror to its beheading of 
journalist Jim Foley.  Less known is ISIL’s equally horrendous history of extreme 
violence toward women.  The group recently kidnapped some five hundred women and 
girls in territories ISIL controls in Iraq.  It condemned them to a life of sexual slavery, all 
in the name of Islam. 

 
AZIZAH AL-HIBRI [Legal Scholar]:  They’re going to impose on these women 

what is called jihad al-nikah or a marriage in the cause of jihad or whatever that is. 
 
MS. ERBE:  ISIL members claim to be defenders of Islam, but according to noted 

Islamic jurist Dr. Aziz al-Hibri, their acts completely violate the faith. 
 
MS. AL-HIBRI:  This is not only contrary to the Koran but the prophet himself 

said that when you enter a city or a village or a land in war, leave the women and the 
elderly and the children aside and only address the fighters.  These people are oblivious 
to the prophetic statement and have done everything contrary to Islamic values. 

 
(End video segment.) 
 
MS. ERBE:  So Anushay, does the world view seriously enough the use of sexual 

violence against women as a weapon of war? 
 
ANUSHAY HOSSAIN:  No, not at all.  I think the world needs to do a much 

better job in taking this seriously as a strategic weapon of war. 
 
JENNIFER MARSHALL:  Violence against women is just one mark of the 

heinousness of this terrorist group and why it must be stopped. 
 
AVIS JONES-DEWEEVER:  Does not at all take this seriously enough and we 

need to take very seriously the threat of this organization and do whatever we can to end 
it. 



 
RINA SHAH:  I think sexual violence against women is no longer just a casualty 

of war.  It’s actually become a weapon.  And I think as educated members of societies are 
fast to realizing that there’s something we’ve got to do to address it, even though it’s 
happening far away from where we sit today. 

 
MS. ERBE:  Well, we’ve already made something – more than 90 strikes, air 

strikes in Iraq and Syria against ISIL but it’s clearly intensifying after the beheading.  
Should it have intensified a month before when ISIL sent out this declaration that they 
were going to capture 500 mainly Christian and – help me – Yazidi women, in the 
mountains and throw them into sexual slavery? 

 
MS. HOSSAIN:  I think before the strikes, after the strikes?  Can we talk that this 

country, Iraq, was supposed to be a beacon of democracy in the Middle East?  So I think 
with the U.S., you know, declining their troops and slowly decreasing the number of 
troops, they completely ignored clearly a massive power vacuum that was happening in 
Iraq.  And I feel like we’re dealing kind of with the aftermath.  We should have done a lot 
more prevention before.   

 
But we’re here now, and I think – you know, it’s always minorities – women, 

children – that are the most vulnerable members of society.  So it’s very easy for 
extremists to come in.  And it’s one of the best most tangible demonstration of their 
power is to attack this group of society first. 

 
MS. MARSHALL:  So I think we need to be using a range of tools in the 

statecraft toolkit.  One would be to make sure that this new government in Iraq is 
stabilized as much as possible and that there’s as much regional and international support 
for getting rid of this terrorist threat.  As well, we need to – the United States and every 
other country who is eager to help needs to stop this terrorist pipeline into and out of the 
region. 

 
MS. SHAH:  But one thing that the U.S. can do that they’re not talking about – I 

mean, yesterday, Defense Secretary Chuck Hagel said that they have never seen a group 
like this, that is so organized and so well funded.  The U.S. needs to follow the money.  
We know that a lot of the people –  

 
MS. ERBE:  But the money is coming from – in large part, the kidnappings and 

the Germans and the Dutch and the French, not yet the United – we and the U.K. are the 
only ones- 

 
MS. HOSSAIN:  That’s not their only source of funds. 
 
MS. ERBE:  Who are not – it’s not the only source of funds.  They also grabbed – 

they were funded originally by Qatar, Saudi Arabia, and Turkey. 
 
MS. HOSSAIN:  A huge ally.  Yes. 



 
MS. ERBE:  And then they – then they took over Iraqi oil rigs, started selling oil 

for $25 a barrel versus $100, like the Saudis are, and now the Saudis are upset with them.   
 
But the kidnappings are a huge source of their income.  How do we – can we go 

to our fellow countries and say, don’t pay $30 million, $100 million ransoms anymore; 
you’re funding terrorism? 

 
MS. MARSHALL:  That’s been part of the U.S. rational for not paying such 

ransoms, and so that’s a debate that needs to be for sure. 
 
MS. ERBE:  But, I mean, are we putting – you know, we control – we can go to 

these countries and say, knock it off.  Are we?  Have we?  Should we? 
 
MS. MARSHALL:  I think that model is one that we should be serious with our 

allies about.  Yeah. 
 
MS. JONES-DEWEEVER:  Unfortunately, even if we do, who’s to say that 

they’re going to take our advice?  I mean, the problem is this is a massive problem, has a 
number of heads.  And, unfortunately, I don’t really see a way out of this unless it’s 
through the use of force.  We’re there now, but I think that, unfortunately, this is the 
beginning –  

 
MS. ERBE:  So just bomb them, (saturation ?) – bomb them out of existence. 
 
MS. JONES-DEWEEVER:  To be honest with you, I’m – you know, I’m not 

even sure that it’s all – I’m afraid to say this but I’m not sure that this is going to end with 
bombing.  I really do think that this is one of those situations where we are watching 
atrocities at a level that could lead to the extinction of peoples, entire groups, you know.   

 
So, at this level, it is really – to me, if there’s any time – any time where you are 

justified in using all force possible, this certainly is it.  And I think that the American 
people would – most American people would agree with that.   

 
MS. SHAH:  This is a threat unlike no other.  We’ve never seen a socially 

sophisticated group like ISIL.  I mean, social media sophistication, the execution of Foley 
was, unfortunately, in HD, voiceovers, music – this is really something we haven’t dealt 
with. 

 
MS. ERBE:  And it was tweeted out and posted on YouTube. 
 
MS. SHAH:  Tweeted out. 
 
MS. HOSSAIN:  And a lot of Westerners are going over there.  I mean, the man 

that executed Foley had a British accent and so now the British government is really 
worried about their citizens actually going over and be active participants. 



 
MS. ERBE:  And they think they’ve identified who he is too. 
 
MS. SHAH:  And they’re working on it.  Yeah.  And I think the development is 

really scary is that we are going to see more executions happening.  We’ve still got Steve 
Sotloff missing.  He’s from Florida.  And, on Thursday, there was a tweet out by ISIL 
saying, we’re going to deliver his body by courier to the Americans.  Scary. 

 
MS. ERBE:  This use of technology, is there a difference?  I wonder – this is off 

the top of my head, why there are – women versus men are watching the beheading video 
or should people be watching the video at all? 

 
MS. HOSSAIN:  The use of technology, I don’t think it affects who’s watching 

the video.  I think it affects the number of people that are watching the video.  I mean, I 
think women and men are equally on the Internet.   

 
But I have to just quickly say that there’s a small silver lining here, which is the 

Kurds that the U.S. who have finally decided to arm, they’re actually very, very feminist.  
And they have an entire battalion, the 2nd battalion of the Peshmergas, that are all women.  
And, you know, ISIL thinks that – believes if you are killed by a woman, you are denied 
entry into heaven.  So I’m just excited because it’s a matter of time before they actually 
meet these female fighters.  And maybe women will liberate all of us and save Iraq for 
us. 

 
MS. ERBE:  That would be fabulous.  How about using – how about using our 

leverage with Turkey, with Qatar, with Saudi Arabia to cut off the funds in the name of 
what’s being done to the women there?  Will that carry any, any water? 

 
MS. SHAH:  I don’t think it’s going to carry much weight right now to be honest.  

I think because there are so many unknowns in this situation – just on Thursday we 
learned from the joint – chairman of Chiefs of Staff that he was thinking about Syria, 
let’s engage Syria.  Now, what kind of move is that?  So we’re not really sure how to go 
about this.  I think this administration is grappling with the use of military force in 
retaliation to what is really a military instead of just cells of terrorism happening. 

 
MS. ERBE:  Well, what is it going to take ultimately to have abuse of women as a 

weapon of war in whatever form a reason to go in and strike a country or strike an 
organization? 

 
MS. JONES-DEWEEVER:  That’s a good question.  I mean, this is a horrible 

instance but it’s not the only instance.  This is something that has happened probably as 
long as there has been war.  We just need to understand as human beings that this is 
something that’s atrocious.  And we need to make the decision as human beings that we 
will just not sit idly by and watch it happen and do nothing. 

 



MS. HOSSAIN:  That summer conference in London was all about that, with 
Angelina Jolie and the foreign secretary of the UK and it was all about we just accept 
sexual violence as a part of conflict of war, but it’s not; can completely be prevented.  
You know, Angelina Jolie was saying that we have to start prosecuting enough so people 
know that it’s not something you can just get away with. 

 
MS. ERBE:  And that was put on by the British government so there is hope there 

in London.   
 
Let us know what you think.  Please follow me on Twitter @BonnieErbe. 
 
From terrorism to surrogacy.  
 
A new documentary challenges the ethics of surrogacy.  The film’s producer, 

Jennifer Lahl, wants to stop the practice all together.  “Breeders: A Subclass of Women” 
features former surrogates who deeply regret their decisions.   

 
Lahl, the president of the conservative leaning Center for Bioethics and Culture 

equates the multi-billion dollar industry with selling organs.  She also charges women 
aren’t told of health risks or the possible suffering of the newborns. 

 
A Cambridge University study last year found surrogate children at the age of 

seven showed higher level of psychological problems compared with naturally conceived 
children.  However, they also showed above average psychological well-being, and the 
differences disappeared entirely by age 10. 

 
So we’ll get back in a second to, you know, the effects on the child, but we don’t 

allow it legally.  The UK affirmatively bans it, although it is – contracts are made here in 
the United States.  What should be done about that? 

 
MS. SHAH:  I really don’t think there’s much that the government should do, to 

be honest.  I mean, this is a country founded on liberty and personal freedoms.  If 
somebody wants to have this gift of life and there’s somebody volunteering to say, hey, 
I’m going to be your surrogate and give you that gift, I think, let it happen.  I think there’s 
a patchwork right now of states that are criminalizing it, and then you’ve got California 
that’s totally unregulated, and it’s now a tourist industry out there, reproductive tourism. 

 
MS. HOSSAIN:  Oh, my goodness, the business of reproduction and women’s 

bodies, I think that, you know, if it’s two parties together and they agree, that’s great.  
But this kind of subculture –  

 
MS. ERBE:  But what we’re seeing is so many women regretting it.  There was 

coverage of a woman in Minnesota who surrogated for two gay men, married men, and 
she’s an accountant.  She’s educated, obviously.  And she totally regrets and had to work 
out a deal to have part of the visitation rights with what turned out to be her daughter. 

 



MS. HOSSAIN:  Yeah.  There has to be better protection and prevention for the 
women, period, because, you know, I mean, not everybody is going to be educated to 
know their rights. 

 
MS. MARSHALL:  So I think this is very important and I think feminists should 

have serious problems with surrogacy.  I think it’s very problematic.  I thank Jennifer 
Lahl for creating this documentary.  She’s raised the issue of the commodification of life, 
the pressure that gets put onto women, usually low-income people in financial distress 
who are –  

 
MS. ERBE:  Military wives. 
 
MS. MARSHALL:  – who are pressed into, you know, feeling like this is the way 

they can make some money.  But lots of complications with it and problems, and, at 
baseline, a commodification of life that is bad for the future for all of our culture. 

 
MS. ERBE:  So are you for banning it? 
 
MS. MARSHALL:  I would – I’m certainly not for legalizing.  And, yes, I think 

we should take steps to make sure that this is not a road we go down, not good for the 
kids, not good for the mother. 

 
MS. ERBE:  And what do you say to couples who – you know, let’s say the 

woman can’t hold a pregnancy or something?  You’re going to tell them, you can’t have 
your own child? 

 
MS. MARSHALL:  We’ve also talked on this show about all the needs for 

adoption and foster children and so on.  So there are ways to love and care and bring a 
child into your family.  We should look at this. 

 
MS. HOSSAIN:  But what about the people that are going overseas, I mean, in 

India, in Thailand, where it’s completely unregulated? 
 
MS. ERBE:  Guatemala. 
 
MS. HOSSAIN:  Guatemala?  I mean, you can rent a womb.  And these women 

are really being treated like – you know, I hate this metaphor of a cupcake oven, but that 
really is what it is.  They don’t have any control over their bodies, their reproduction, the 
children that they’re breeding – breeding, oh, my God – reproducing.  But then, also, 
when these kids are born with abnormalities, will they abandon the child, if they’re 
twins? 

 
MS. ERBE:  There was a – there was a couple from Australia – in Thailand and 

the child turned out to have Down syndrome.  And they walked away.  What do you do in 
a situation like that? 

 



MS. JONES-DEWEEVER:  You know, this is one of those situations where I 
think there needs to be severe, severe regulations.  I’m not necessarily to the point where 
I think it should be totally banned because I think that there might be some situations 
where there is agreement between the parents and the surrogate.  But, generally speaking, 
I’m very wary about the degree to which impoverished women can be exploited in this 
situation.  And you never see a rich woman about to be somebody’s surrogate. 

 
MS. ERBE:  Well, the Minneapolis case I just talked about was clearly upper 

middle class.  I mean, she didn’t do it for money.  She did it – and I’ve heard other 
women say they enjoy being pregnant.  There are those.  I mean, they’re not the majority 
but they are –  

 
MS. JONES-DEWEEVER:  Not the majority but also she had the power to do 

something about it when she changed her mind.  What about the woman who does not 
have that opportunity, she does not have the funds to hire a lawyer and she doesn’t even 
have the ability to get the connections in any other way? 

 
MS. HOSSAIN:  And how much of the 20, 30, 40, 50,000 price tag is the woman 

who actually gave birth to the child getting?  I mean, you have these agencies in the 
middle?  I mean, the surrogate for Nicole Kidman and Giuliana Rancic, you know, is not 
going to be the same for some other woman for in, I don’t know, Texas or Guatemala. 

 
MS. SHAH:  But these are consenting adults.  I totally understand standing up for 

the woman that’s poor and uneducated.  But it’s not like somebody is coming over to 
them with a turkey (pastry ?) and saying, do it.  Be a surrogate.  I mean, what’s next?  If 
we regulate this, are we going to regulate and say stupid people can’t breed? 

 
MS. ERBE:  Well, you two worked it out there.  Seriously.  I mean, I wanted – 

you know, you’re both conservatives.  Work it out because you represent the 
conservatives, predominantly Catholic, I would assume, who think that life should not be, 
as you put it, you know, commodified or made into a commodity.  And you’re saying, 
you know, free market. 

 
MS. SHAH:  It’s freedom.  I think this is a free enterprise.  I know this sounds 

horrible talking about a woman’s womb as such but I have two friends in the past year 
who have got to experience children that are now alive and well today through the gift of 
surrogacy.  I have to stand up for it. 

 
MS. MARSHALL:  So when we talk about freedom, we are talking about 

freedom for life, liberty and the pursuit of happiness.  And at the basis of that is our view 
of life.  And so I am concerned about all the kinds of reproductive and new – you know, 
different ways of approaching family that are seriously impairing our view of what life is 
all about.  And if we are, as Jennifer Lahl says, making children and designing them 
according to the wishes of adults, that’s quite a different view than we’ve had – 
(inaudible) – history. 

 



MS. ERBE:  Okay.  But I’m – so how are conservative women going to work that 
out, because, you know, where’s – where’s the middle?  Is there a middle ground?   

 
MS. MARSHALL:  I think the protection of life is a fundamental premise of our 

entire structure of freedom and our constitutional order. 
 
MS. SHAH:  But there are a lot of blurred lines.  And while I agree with that in 

many ways, if we create, what says we can’t eliminate, right?  But, at the same time, 
there’s just – it’s a gift and it’s – if it’s a volunteer, then it’s very much okay.  I 
understand the people that are saying pregnancy for hire is wrong.  But if we regulate 
that, there’s a short while until we regulate the other too. 

 
MS. ERBE:  All right.  What about the children?  What about the kids in this 

situation – the one – again, we need to go back – the one in Minneapolis, she ended up 
donating an egg, which I think is actually legally and ethically a whole different story 
from, you know, being given an egg and a sperm that from the – you know, from 
whoever, that, you know, assuming one or both are from the couple who want to have 
this child, than if you – than if you did the other way. 

 
MS. JONES-DEWEEVER:  Exactly. 
 
MS. ERBE:  And a whole different set of worms, but the – but the – but what do 

you – what about the kids?  Should we be thinking legally, ethically about the child 
involved? 

 
MS. JONES-DEWEEVER:  I personally think so.  I mean, if at some point the 

child wants to know who is my, you know, biological mother, I think they should have 
the right to know, I personally do.  You know, this is something where – I don’t have any 
friends who have been through this experience so I can’t have that perspective.  But just 
in terms of my own moral compass, I would know that if it was me, I would want to 
know who my biological mother is and I wouldn’t want anyone to say that I didn’t have 
the right to find out.   

 
MS. ERBE:  Are they able to set up agreements where the child can’t know? 
 
MS. MARSHALL:  I think all kinds of things are going – but, you know, we’re 

finding in these the first generation to kind of grow up and not know who their father is in 
particular, there are – they express exactly what you did there, Avis, about wanting to 
know their heritage, wanting to know where they came from.  And that’s a real issue. 

 
MS. SHAH:  The same thing with adopted children.  They go through the same 

thing and I think the same things should be available.  I agree.  Yeah. 
 
MS. ERBE:  What about the psychological health of being ripped away at birth 

and the psychological impact of being ripped away at birth from your – you know, the 



woman who bore you, whether it might be of her egg or somebody else’s?  What about 
that? 

 
MS. HOSSAIN:  Not all kids are ripped away, but if they are ripped away, I 

mean, will they know the story that they were ripped away from their mothers?  So all 
human beings go through this – I mean, it’s just a part of life to find out who you are and 
where you came from.  So we owe to the children.  And we also owe it to the mothers.  
But some parents don’t want their kids to know. 

 
MS. SHAH:  I’m the sister of an adopted sister.  My brother and I are biological.  

Our sister was adopted at birth.  And we’ve gone through all challenges, you name them, 
we’ve gone through them.  We gave her a loving home and she still misses the 
relationship of that with her biological.  So it’s very – there’s a lot of parallels you can 
draw here with adoption. 

 
MS. ERBE:  Interesting.  So we go to behind the headlines: child abuse and 

neglect.  A new federal report says just more than 9 percent of children nationwide suffer 
some sort of physical, emotional of sexual abuse or serious neglect.  But often these cases 
go unreported due to the delicate nature of such crimes. 

 
(Begin video segment.) 
 
RACHEL CLINGENPEEL [Pediatrician, Arkansas Children’s Hospital]:  In 

general, child abuse and neglect are actually about 100 times as common as all forms of 
childhood cancer combined.  So it’s a tremendous problem with child health and adult 
health in our country. 

 
MS. ERBE:  Pediatrician Rachel Clingenpeel of Children’s Hospital in Little 

Rock, Arkansas, helps abused children.  She says offenders are often those children trust 
most. 

 
MS. CLINGENPEEL:  A vast majority of perpetrators of child maltreatment are 

people who are close to the child and have access to the child.  And so we hear families 
worried about that, you know, stranger danger and people coming in a van to snatch 
children but that is a tiny portion of these cases. 

 
MS. ERBE:  Child maltreatment can lead to lifelong mental and physical health 

issues, including even an increased risk of diabetes and heart disease.  These impacts are 
often associated with toxic stress. 

 
MS. CLINGENPEEL:  When a child in early life experiences stress that is very 

severe or prolonged, and, at that time, they don’t have a healthy protective relationship 
with an adult to help mitigate the effects of that stress, then that stress can become toxic 
and create changes even in their body. 

 



MS. ERBE:  The only way to help these targets of abuse is to address them 
medically and psychologically and give them service all too often financially out of the 
rich of middle and lower class people. 

 
MS. CLINGENPEEL:  It is really brain health that we’re talking about when we 

talk about mental health.  And so I would say that it is absolutely appropriate for that to 
be recognized in the way that health care prevent benefits are provided to people. 

 
MS. ERBE:  With an increasing prevalence of child maltreatment, doctors and 

authorities are not the only ones who play a role in preventing child abuse and neglect.  
Arkansas Children’s Hospital is in the midst of a fundraising drive to build Children’s 
House on the hospital campus, that so it can centralize clinical services needed for abused 
children and their families. 

 
MS. CLINGENPEEL:  This is something that is secretive.  It happens behind 

closed doors and I hear so often that people say, you know, we want to keep this in the 
family; you know, we want to keep this a family issue, and so they don’t end up getting 
the help that they need.  Part of what needs to happen for prevention is that we need to 
continue to change the cultural norms around discussing this openly and making it safe 
and acceptable for people to seek help that they need. 

 
(End video segment.) 
 
MS. ERBE:  So just talking about it, Dr. Avis Jones-DeWeever, is obviously 

good.  The more people hear that they can talk publicly about it, the better.  But what 
about this idea of, you know, more people peering into each other’s lives to look for 
possible abuse or training medical personnel to look for possible abuse?  Are there 
problems with that too? 

 
MS. JONES-DEWEEVER:  Well, personally, I think that it makes sense to have 

pediatricians, for example, have discussions to figure out what’s going on and be able to 
link people to care if there is a reason to have concern.   

 
It is true that this is far more pervasive than we like to think and that the number 

one danger than many children face isn’t that boogie man in the shadows.  It’s that person 
that’s right there in their home, if not their parents, their aunt, their uncles, someone in 
that extended family oftentimes that’s the abuser.  And we need to figure out how in the 
world can we crack that code of secrecy and get in there to help those children. 

 
MS. ERBE:  So are doctors the best way?  Are doctors going to be the first to find 

out? 
 
MS. MARSHALL:  Maybe.  And I know that throughout the helping professions, 

there has for some time training to recognize the symptoms and so on.  In teacher training 
that I was in in college 20 years ago, we were trained in that respect.   

 



So I think, you know, that’s a minimum necessity but we need to look deeper so 
you need to look at where these – where the risks are greatest.  And we’re seeing that 
risks for child abuse are higher where marriage is absent.  So when it’s a mother living 
with her boyfriend, a child in that household is going to be 11 times more likely to suffer 
abuse.  We need to get at and try to create a culture that is helping restore marriage and 
stable marriage. 

 
MS. HOSSAIN:  But a lot of times – I don’t think marriage is going to be the 

answer.  I mean, a lot of times, the father can be abusing his child.  I think what is 
important is that we have to get the shame stigma away, especially from the children.  If 
you feel like – I mean, we have a two and a half year old and my husband and I are 
already starting to talk about how do we make sure she comes to us if she thinks 
something is wrong or something should not be happening.  So I think that we have to 
start with the child, make sure the child feels like there’s somebody that they can go to. 

 
MS. SHAH:  I think teachers are saddled with a great deal, whether it’s rural or 

urban settings anymore, and I think we need more guidance counselors and licensed 
clinical social workers in the schools.  I think that’s what’s going to be helpful in aiding 
the process of identification.  Of course, primary care physicians and pediatricians are 
excellent in this way.   

 
But it’s sad that with the degradation of the American family, these are the side 

effects that we’re seeing in society.  And I think we as people in this society are doing 
better because we are eliminating that stigma here in the Western modern world.  That 
stigma is going away.  And we are more numbers reported. 

 
MS. ERBE:  And that’s a great note to end on.  That’s it for this edition.  Please 

follow me on Twitter and visit our website, pbs.org/tothecontrary.  And whether you 
agree or think to the contrary, see you next week. 

 
(END) 
 
 


