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.STX 

 



MS. ERBE:  This week on “To the Contrary,” up first, political candidates fight to 

win the votes of so-called mortgage moms.  Then a new study reveals older fathers could 

be bad for children’s health.  Behind the headlines: young women are a highly sought 

after commodity in the booming baby business. 

 

(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, mortgage moms. 

 

Gone are the soccer moms of 2000 and the security moms of 2004.  Today’s 

swing voters are what the Washington Post calls mortgage moms: women worried about 

the financial security of their families.  Unemployment rates are down, economic growth 

is up, but wages are stagnant and many middle-class families are feeling the crunch of 

rising interest rates as they go deeper into debt.   

 

Democratic candidates hope this plus discontent over the Iraq war will add up to 

victory in the midterms, and the polls are showing they may be right.  A CNN poll finds 

even though more than half of women believe the war in Iraq is linked to the war against 

terrorism, an issue drawing many women to the polls just two years ago, 64 percent of 

women and 53 percent of men oppose the war and are less likely to vote for a candidate 

who supports President Bush’s policies on it.   

 

Another poll finds three-quarters of Americans are angry about something, and 55 

percent will most likely vote for the challenger rather than the incumbent.  That spells out 

bad news for Republicans trying to hold on to their House seats.  But former Bush 

cabinet member and New Jersey Governor Christine Todd Whitman believes when 

women go to the polls in November, security will still beat out the economy. 

 

GOV. CHRISTINE TODD WHITMAN:  (From tape.)  Security is just an 

enormous issue in day-to-day living.  Women’s issues are every issue.  We’ve always 

cared about war.  It’s been our sons and daughters who have gone off to fight them.  We 

have always cared about taxes because we’ve had to do – even if you were stay-at-home 

– the household budgets.  And it you have to hold a family together because you’re the 

only one who can support it getting out and getting a job, you care desperately about 

what you get to keep and bring home with you and how much things cost today.   

 

So these have always been issues of importance to women and clearly right now 

the Democrats are going to try to make it a big issue for the fall.  But the president is 

going to be equally pushing back saying unemployment is at historically low levels, that 

in fact the economy is doing just fine, there are more jobs for people, and trying to talk 

more about that side of it. 

 

MS. ERBE:  So, Megan Beyer, what’s going to drive more women and men to the 

polls: a country turning against the war on Iraq or fears about the economy? 

 



MS. BEYER:  You know, when CNN found that 76 percent of the people polled 

were angry about something, I think that something was the economic pinch.  They are 

feeling strapped.  I think it’s the economy. 

 

MS. HEALY:  The economy is not doing badly.  I think that we’re at the fifth 

anniversary of 9/11 and the pain and the horror of that attack on our nation is very, very 

evident right now all over the television.  I think if there were a better link between the 

war and the fight against terrorism in our backyard and worldwide, I think that women 

might see that as the big issue. 

 

MS. NATIVIDAD:  Well, it’s not a question of either/or.  Families are feeling 

pinched, high mortgages in a depressed housing market, and they’re also feeling anxious 

about a war that never seems to end.  Those families are going to vote for change and 

especially the women in them. 

 

MS. BERNARD:  If only I had a crystal ball, Bonnie.  I think it really just 

depends whether it’s terrorism, national security, or the economy – I think all of those 

issues are going to get people out to the polls in November. 

 

MS. ERBE:  All right let’s cut to the chase here though.  Mortgage moms.  Are 

we sick of these moms? 

 

MS. NATIVIDAD:  Yes. 

 

MS. ERBE:  I know they say NASCAR dads, but aren’t women a lot more than 

just mothers?  And are pollsters getting too used to this kind of mom – soccer mom, 

security mom – enough already? 

 

MS. NATIVIDAD:  Is that enough already?  I’m sick of them and I’m one who’s 

always tried to track where the women voters are.  I think people have to remember that 

to win any race, whether it’s congressional or, say, presidential, you just need 50 percent 

plus one, so it’s the swing voter that you want.  And the swing voter right now happens to 

be a woman because they are anxious both about the war about the economy.  It’s sort of 

what CNN reflected the 76 percent who were just angry about anything.  That’s the mood 

of the country.  It’s a disquiet.  And when there is that kind of feeling people vote for 

change just to vote for change because they think it will address the anxiety. 

 

MS. HEALY:  I think it’s a great statement about moms.  I think there’s a great 

sense that what mom says and the mom thinks is something everybody better listen to. 

 

MS. BEYER:  I don’t think it’s bad either.  I mean, at least we’re getting a piece 

of the real estate in the election.  They’re sort of catering to what moms are thinking.  But 

we have the sort –  

 

MS. ERBE:  But what about – I mean, to me, you as a Democratic commentator – 

the biggest group of women that the Democrats have to get out there that they didn’t 



succeed two years ago in getting out are single women.  So do they see themselves – and 

some single women are mothers, obviously – a growing number.  But are more women 

attracted by the mom terminology or repelled by it because they see themselves as more 

than that or maybe they’re not mothers?  

 

MS. BEYER:  I don’t know how women feel about it, but I think what they’re 

trying to say is where is middle America?  Where is the average middle American 

family?  And I’ll tell you where they are.  They’ve got these adjustable rate mortgages 

that are coming due – those borrow money now, pay us more later.  By around next year, 

some of these mortgage payments –  

 

MS. ERBE:  Interest only mortgages. 

 

MS. BEYER:  Exactly.  They are going to be seeing their monthly mortgage bill 

go up by 25 percent.  Then they look around they think, can we even sell our house for 

what we thought it was worth?  No, we can’t.  

 

MS. NATIVIDAD:  It’s not just the housing.  It’s the energy costs.  Gasoline 

prices.  The moms drive the kids to school, they drive to shop for food and the family.  

It’s all of those economic worries that have always been the issues.  The driving issues 

for women are pocketbook issues.  For the Democratic Party, the base has always been 

Africa-American women voters or the single voters, single moms sometimes, either 

under a certain age or over 65 who do tend to vote.  Yes, they need to get them out, but 

you’re right: the mothers are the ones who were attracted to the Republican message in 

the last election.  So that’s the challenge.  They’re the swing voters in this election. 

 

MS. ERBE:  Are they going to change, Michele?  President Bush is right now in 

the middle of a five-stop tour where he’s trying to say if we cut and run now we lose the 

war, and of course the security moms were the swing voters in the last election.  Is it 

going to work this time? 

 

MS. BERNARD:  I think it’s going to be so interesting to watch what happens in 

the days ahead because women – I think it’s more than mortgage moms.  I think that 

women are a very important voting block, which is why everybody is pandering for the 

women’s vote.  I think women are watching energy prices.  I also think women are very, 

very still concerned about national security, terrorism, and the safety of their children, of 

their husbands, of their sons, of their daughters. 

 

MS. ERBE:  Well, they may be concerned about it but in view of what’s 

happening in Iraq do they think President Bush is the one – and his party are doing as 

well on it as they thought maybe two years ago? 

 

MS. BERNARD:  I would say – I mean, at least what most polls are showing 

right now is that overwhelmingly most Americans are unhappy with what’s happening in 

Iraq and are unhappy by how long it appears that we are going to have to remain in Iraq.  

With that being said, we also know that Iraq right now is a greenhouse for terrorism.  



Whether we have set it up to be that way or not is another question, but people realize 

that and I think that’s going to get people out to the polls. 

 

MS. NATIVIDAD:  Let’s also remember that midterm elections are congressional 

elections and those are local races in many people’s eyes. 

 

MS. ERBE:  Yes, but there’s a lot of national coverage, Irene, about whether – in 

some of the major newspapers in the last week talking about Republican coattail effect – 

and there’s always a coattail effect – that the Republicans stand to lose the House in this 

race. 

 

MS. NATIVIDAD:  Well okay.  If President Bush starts selling the message that 

the economy is great and so why complain about it, if you’re in Michigan the economy 

isn’t great.  All of the carmakers are laying off people, so it depends on where you live as 

to how you translate that good message. 

 

MS. BEYER:  And it also reminds me a little bit of Bush I.  Remember when he 

had his recession and he was kind of looking at his watch and thinking, well, this is a 

bunch of – a few whining developers.  And people didn’t feel it that way.  They didn’t 

feel that he felt their pain.  This time around, you’re hearing Bush tell everybody the 

economy is fine, what’s the problem?  But they are feeling that their wages are stagnant, 

their costs every month are going up, and those Reagan Democrats look around at the 

party and they see corporations have done well, the very wealthy have done well, the 

GOP has fought raising the minimum wage.  What have we gotten from this Republican 

platform?  Certainly not a healthcare program.  And maybe they’re going to come on 

home. 

 

MS. HEALY:  I think the race to watch is Lieberman.  I think that there is 

something about someone who stands in the middle, someone who can bring together 

both sides.  I think the partisan rancor sometime has got to stop and, hey, let’s see what 

happens in Connecticut. 

 

MS. ERBE:  One last thing I want to get to by the way.  The question in the CNN 

poll that we showed on screen – the precise question was, do you think Saddam Hussein 

had anything to do with the 9/11 attacks?  For years the administration was saying yes, 

yes, yes.  Just in the last month or two the president has turned around and he himself has 

said – he was asked at a news conference, what did Saddam have to do with 9/11?  He 

said, quote, unquote, “Nothing.”  Yet 51 percent of women and 35 percent of men say 

there is a connection.  What newspapers are they – (laughter) – why are all these people 

not paying attention to the news? 

 

MS. NATIVIDAD:  They are not reading the newspapers. 

 

MR. BERNARD:  It is very similar to the debate we had when we were talking 

about the Da Vinci Code and everybody believing that what has happened in the Da 



Vinci Code is what has happened in the King James Version of the Bible.  People aren’t 

reading and people don’t pay attention to fact from fiction. 

 

MS. BEYER:  I don’t think that’s it.  I think the vice president of the United 

States actually said that Saddam Hussein did have something to do with 9/11.  I think 

they have been pushing this and in fact last night Katie Couric interviewed the president 

and he said the hardest part of his job has been trying to get it through to the American 

people that there is a link between 9/11 and the war on terrorism.  I think these numbers 

indicate that he’s done a marvelous job of that, but objective observers of the Middle East 

– 

 

MS. NATIVIDAD:  I don’t know.  I don’t think that is the key part in terms of 

getting American sentiment.  It is, do you support the war?  And 65 percent of the women 

are saying no, and an equally high percentage among men say no.  So I think that’s the 

key part; not so much as the connection between terrorism –  

 

(Cross talk.)   

 

MS. HEALY:  If you look and you watch the coverage of Iraq, just see it on 

television day in and day out, it is terrorism now.   

 

MS. :  Yes. 

 

MS. HEALY:  (Unintelligible) – you’re going to say about yesterday, it is 

brutalizing innocent civilians whoever they are, whether they are Americans, whether 

they are reporters, whether they are the Iraqi citizens.  This is a brutal society loaded with 

terrorism. 

 

MS. ERBE:  All right, from mortgage moms to aging dads.   

 

Children of fathers over the age of 40 are six times more likely to be born with 

autism than if fathers are younger than 30 when the child is conceived, this according to 

the latest study linking fathers’ ages with birth disorders.  The mothers’ age has long been 

linked with birth disorders such as Down Syndrome, but research on the impact of a 

father’s age on a child’s heath has been scant.  One common reason mentioned in the 

medical community is paternity is harder to determine, but in the last five years studies 

have been released linking older fathers to a higher risk of schizophrenia and premature 

birth.   

 

The latest, conducted by Mount Sinai School of Medicine, looked at 318,000 

babies born in Israel in the 1980s.  It found a direct correlation between fathers’ ages and 

autism.  Both men and women are putting off having children until later in life.  In fact, 

fathers over 50 account for one in 17 births in the U.S., up from one in 23 in 1994. 

 

Dr. Healy, there has been a lot of criticism of this study.  It was from 25 years ago 

– data that was compiled 25 years ago half way across the globe in Israel.  But what I find 



interesting is finally some kind of correlation linking something bad between the father’s 

age at conception and the baby versus the mother’s age at conception.  (Laughter.)  Is this 

really groundbreaking in that way? 

 

MS. HEALY:  Well, I think it is.  And, you know, it’s a hello.  You know, half of 

the chromosomes come from daddy and the fact that if there is a mutation or a 

accumulation of mutations, which people have when they get older, in the chromosomes 

or in the sperm, of course that is going to be reflected in the life of that child.  I think part 

of the sort of bias and blaming mom for genetic defects, developmental defects is that 

women’s health was always seen in terms of reproduction and babies and anything to do 

with babies was somehow mama – mama’s fault predominantly.   

 

I remember in medical school going to a seminar where parents brought in their 

children who had developmental defects and actually seeing – my whole class seeing a 

husband and wife getting in a fight with each other because the dad was dumping all over 

mom for producing this child.  Even then I sort of silently cringed and said, oh no, that’s 

not right.  But in those days we didn’t stand up for her. 

 

MS. ERBE:  What about this claim that we don’t study men because it’s harder to 

determine paternity than it is maternity?   

 

MS. HEALY:  When you’re looking at 300,000 the average will (weight out ?).  

I’d say most of those daddies probably were the daddy. 

 

MS. NATIVIDAD:  What impressed me about this study was the size of the 

sampling, so it’s not just conjecture.  And, yes, I am so very glad that all these older men 

who think it’s so macho to have a child – to birth a child at the age of 65 or 75 are now 

seeing that, well, that’s not such a great thing.   

 

I also love the fact that there’s now a biological clock for dads.  It used to be 

we’re the only ones who should be worrying.  It turns out younger fathers should now 

freeze their sperm when they’re 20 in order to get the best out of them. 

 

MS. HEALY:  Mother Nature played a trick on them.  Women have menopause, 

they can only –  

 

(Cross talk.)   

 

MS. HEALY:  – and men they can go on and on and on, or at least they think they 

can. 

 

MS. BERNARD:  I read the study and I though, hallelujah, you’re finally 

studying old sperm.  I told my pediatrician who always says I have the old egg practice, 

and now I’m going to say to her you have the old sperm practice also.  But what will be 

interesting, though, to see is if people actually pay attention to these studies and the 



articles that have come out recently and decide to live their lives differently and go back 

to a period in time where people had children at a much younger age. 

 

MS. NATIVIDAD:  Well, you know, it flies against custom right now which is 

delaying, as you said, child birth, and a lifestyle that is now so very different from the 

time when nature said that’s when you should have children. 

 

MS. ERBE:  Well plus the fact – I heard a radio interview with a British father 

who was 40-something when his child with autism was born.  He had two non-autistic 

children prior.  And he was deflecting the study saying, it’s Israel, it’s 20 years ago.  And 

I saw a lot of that in the media actually in response to this study.  Is that the way older 

men are going to handle this news? 

 

MS. NATIVIDAD:  Well, it’s what Michelle said: public education is always the 

most critical part of any scientific discovery or finding.  Telling people that having kids at 

a much, much later age does cost the child in the end requires repetition.  So it is indeed 

will people pay attention and who’s going to demand that they pay attention? 

 

MS. BEYER:  And I do hope that this brings the spotlight on autism because I 

don’t know if it’s just because of the more sophisticated way that we now diagnose 

autism and identify autism but the numbers have gone up dramatically.  We’ve been 

looking into genetic and possibly environmental impacts.  Now we know that older 

fathers it seems have more children with autism, and it’s girls that are more threatened 

because if you are under 40 and you have a child – the father is under 40 – then one in six 

girls would ever get autism.  When they’re over 40 it’s parity, it could be a boy or a girl 

and they each have the same chance of getting autism. 

 

MS. ERBE:  But one question back to you, do you think now that we know 

there’s some medical proof anyway tying older men to children with health problems, 

will it take some of the steam out of the idea of macho the older you are when you sire a 

child. 

 

MS. HEALY:  Well, I think unequivocally.  And I think the medical profession 

also has finally bought into it and it’s not of course just this report; there are many other 

studies.  There’s something about that X chromosome, remember, and women are lucky: 

they have two X chromosomes.  Men only have one and one of the problems is believed 

if a man has an impaired X chromosome – and there’s a lot of research on the genetics of 

this – that may be the vehicle of some of the male’s problems because he only has one X 

to give so if there is a problem in that chromosome or its mutations, that would be 

followed up with some kind of problems – (unintelligible) – if there’s so many 

miscarriages. 

 

MS. NATIVIDAD:  In a society like America’s with so many divorces and 

second families and birthing children, therefore, with those second families, I think 

you’re going to have culture running against scientific finding. 

 



MS. ERBE:  Behind the headlines now, young women and egg donations.  Young 

females wanted and it’s a buyers market.  But your athletic ability, SAT test scores, 

university, ethnicity, and basic DNA characteristics determine young women’s monetary 

value.  Who are these high dollar employers?  In vitro fertility clinics – a multibillion 

dollar business.  “To the Contrary” takes a look at the baby business. 

 

(Begin video segment.)  

 

DEBORA SPAR:  It’s quite tempting for a woman when she’s 18, 19, 20 in 

perfect health and very fertile, probably not thinking about starting a family yet.  Maybe 

her credit card bills have run up.  Maybe she’s facing debt.  It’s pretty tempting to get 

paid $5,000 or $35,000 to donate an egg and to feel good about it because she is doing 

something that really will help another couple.   

 

I think it makes us very uncomfortable to think that certain kinds of women can 

get money for selling their eggs, but I think once we allow women to donate eggs and 

once we allow them to receive some kind of compensation – I don’t know that we need to 

cap it and say it’s okay for you to get paid $2,000, but not okay for you to get $25,000.  If 

it’s safe and it’s acceptable to us, then I don’t think we need to get worried about putting 

caps on it. 

 

MS. ERBE:  Debora Spar is director of research at the Harvard Business School 

and author of “The Baby Business,” which details the costs of having or adopting a baby.  

She says between buying donated eggs and an average of three in vitro attempts cost can 

easily amount to more than $75,000.   

 

MS. SPAR:  If we just look at the amount people are paying for in vitro 

fertilization and the drugs that are involved in going through in vitro fertilization, it’s at 

least a $3.3 billion market every year in the United States alone, so it’s pretty sizable. 

 

MS. ERBE:  In vitro fertilization, or IVF, clinics take donated eggs and implant 

them in hopeful mothers to be but unlike sperm banks, which have been closely 

monitored by the Food and Drug Administration since 1996, egg donation is regulated by 

only a patchwork of state and federal laws. 

 

MS. SPAR:  But I think we need some very minimal rules of the road, which 

means at a bare minimum just doing more studies, getting a better sense of what the long-

term implications are, and then starting to think about making sure we’re providing the 

people involved with full information, just like when we go to buy a used car right now 

there’s certain information you have to get. 

 

MS. ERBE:  Arizona and California representatives agree.  Legislation has been 

proposed in both state houses that would require clinics to inform women of all health 

risks.  They range from nausea and abdominal bloating to a more extreme condition 

called ovarian hyper stimulation.  In very rare instances it can result in death.  Some 



women may also experience fertility issues themselves after donating, which only 

exacerbates the potential emotional risks. 

 

MS. SPAR:  I think young women in general run the risk of just not informing 

themselves as fully as they possibly should.  They should know what the medical risks 

are even if they’re small.  They should think about the emotional risks and they should 

think about what it means to parent a child who most likely they will never know.  What 

if it turns out that she’ll never become a mom and she knows that her genetic child is out 

there somewhere?  I think it’s very hard for me to believe that egg donors down the road 

will not want to have some kind of contact with their children.  I think we just need to 

make sure that they understand the process as well as they possibly can and allow them to 

decide. 

 

(End video segment.) 

 

MS. ERBE:  So should the process be banned when you have these ridiculous 

amounts of money being spent?  Eight thousand, which we showed on screen is nothing; 

I’ve heard $20,000 and more.  And determining characteristics, blonde hair, blue eyed, 

this faith, that faith, blah, blah, blah.  Aren’t we getting a little crazy with this stuff?  

 

MS. BERNARD:  I’m so ambivalent about this story.  It’s fascinating because it 

really is a business and I had not thought about it as a business and I am a big proponent 

of free market economies, but I also worry about the policy around these initiatives and 

what is going to happen if young women grow up one day and find out that after donating 

their eggs they can’t conceive their own children later in life or, God forbid, if kids start 

growing up and start marrying family members because they didn’t know that they had a 

half sister or a half brother out there.  On the other hand, men have been donating and 

selling sperm for many, many, many years. 

 

MS. NATIVIDAD:  And I also know there are so many parents who are so 

anxious to have their own child, as opposed to adopting one, that they will pay anything 

in order to become impregnated.  What I didn’t realize after seeing this piece is that it 

was such an unregulated industry.  I didn’t even know it was an industry and that there 

are no laws that cover any part of it.  And I do think we do need some kind of legislation 

that will find a way to get some of the possible offenses out of the way. 

 

MS. ERBE:  From a medical perspective, what’s necessary? 

 

MS. HEALY:  I think we need to have information on – almost a registry on 

women who do donate their eggs.  There is a huge opportunity here to exploit women – 

women who are in college who need money – and this is a potentially a very serious 

medical problem for them.  There are complications.  There can be big league 

complications and it’s also very unpleasant. 

 

MS. ERBE:  Quickly, Megan. 

 



MS. BEYER:  One reason it is unregulated, it is the wild, wild west of fertility in 

the United States.  We are the most unregulated market for this because the Democrats 

generally are the ones who want regulation, but when it comes to reproductive rights they 

don’t want government getting involved. 

 

MS. ERBE:  All right, times up for this edition of “To the Contrary.”  Next week, 

protecting the nation’s streams.  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) 


