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MS. DEWEEVER:  This week on To the Contrary, first, the media circus 

surrounding Anthony Weiner does not match the public interest.  Then, why university is 

taking a stand at co-ed dorms?  Behind the headlines, a new book gives parents selfish 

reasons to have more kids.   

 

(Musical break.) 

 

MS. DEWEEVER:  Hello, I’m Avis Jones DeWeever sitting in for Bonnie Erbe 

who’s taking some time off.  Welcome to To the Contrary, a discussion of news and 

social trends from diverse perspectives.  Up first, executive producer Joy Fowlin reports 

on Wiener and the media.   

 

MS. JOY FOWLIN:  Embattled former Democratic Congressman Anthony 

Weiner went before cameras again this week to officially resign from Congress.  His 

resignation comes in the wake of a sexting scandal with several women via Twitter, the 

social media website.  Calls by top Democrats, including Minority Leader Nancy Pelosi 

and even President Obama, became too much for Weiner to ignore.  The former 

congressman said he’d become too much of a distraction.  Apparently, the American 

public agrees.   

 

A Pew Research Center survey found almost two thirds of Americans say news 

organizations are giving too much coverage to the scandal.  Thirty nine percent of the 

public said they’re following the economy closely, while only 15 percent were following 

reports about Weiner.   

 

MS. DEWEEVER:  So Danielle, is the media out of touch with the public? 

 

MS. BELTON:  Well, I think in today’s media market – I was going to be a little 

bit out of touch because of the fact that there’s a 24-hour news hole to fill.  I mean, 

people are looking at news around the clock.  You have 24-hour news networks.  There 

are more avenues of getting news than ever has been before.  You know, the reason why 

this story gets oversaturated is because there’s so much room to saturate it with.  I mean 

it’s one of the situations where it’s controversial, involves a guy, lots of crazy funny 

pictures.  They’re just – they’re going to milk the thing for what it’s worth and hope to 

get ratings and advertising out of it.  

 

MS. SETMAYER:  Bottom line is sex sells.  It’s salacious.  He’s a rather 

obnoxious member of Congress and a loud mouth and this is something that people found 

to be rather interesting.  And anytime you have a sex scandal like that with pictures, the 

media is going to go wild.  And he’s a New Yorker.  So you have the largest media 

market in the world.   

 

MS. MATSON:  Hey, it’s not news that man politicians are bad poster boys for 

monogamy, okay?  (Laughter.)  We’ve heard this story a lot.  But I think what’s really 



sad is, you know, I’m not sure how many people in this country know how many wars 

we’re fighting and to what ends.   

 

MS. SCHAEFFER:  Now, I’m not sure that it’s – that they’re out of touch with 

the public and what public opinion is interested in.  I think it’s more that they’re asking 

the wrong questions.  And so this story has been going on and it’s not really getting us 

anyway in terms of the larger conversation about why – why this keeps happening.  

 

MS. DEWEEVER:  But isn’t it interesting that if you look at the survey data, 

most Americans are following the economy.  They’re concerned about what’s really 

important to them, yet the media continues to want to (purple ?) on this issue.  Why do 

you think that is?   

 

MS. SCHAEFFER:  Well, I do think – I mean as everybody here sort of has 

agreed that look, it’s salacious.  It’s interesting.  We’re talking about sex.  That sort of 

does sell.  Ultimately, though, I think that they’re doing a disservice to the public.  I think 

the question that we keep asking is what’s wrong with men, what’s wrong with men – 

male politicians?  Why are we having so many scandals?  And for a show that’s about 

women an women’s issues, my question is sort of, you know, what’s wrong with women 

that we’ve allowed this to keep happening and that so many women are enabling men 

like Representative Weiner to continuing these kind of infidelities and these kind of 

scandals.   

 

MS. DEWEEVER:  Wow, so is male bad behavior a woman’s fault?   

 

MS. BELTON:  I would argue like no, considering that – I mean there’s a whole 

history of men behaving badly throughout all sorts of times periods.  When you go back 

to Henry VIII and look at male figures of state who’ve behaved badly when it came to 

sex.  I don’t feel like people have a lot of control over what other people want to do 

sexually.  You can say, “hey, please don’t cheat on me.”  You know.  And that’s about it.  

I mean – just lock them in the basement and smack the BlackBerry out of his hands every 

time he reaches for it.  I don’t know – there’s a limit on what you can do as another 

human being to stop another human being from being a freak.   

 

MS. SETMAYER:  Well, I think there is a – this is a multifaceted problem.  

There is the aspect of what is –what is it in our society that allows for this.  What 

environment have we created that this seems to continually happen, particularly with men 

in powerful positions.  And this is going back to biblical times.  I mean, you know, this is 

something that is not new.  The role that women play in perpetuating this as willing 

participants is definitely an interesting conversation to have because some of these 

women do they find – Beyoncé said that girls run the world.  That’s because we can 

control men.  Men – for whatever reason, women are a weakness for men, particularly 

men in power.  And you know, I think some women get off on that and think that that’s a 

way for them to gain power using their sexuality, which I completely disagree with.   

 



Now, the other part of this, too, is yes, the media, what are we doing here?  We 

have 9.1 percent unemployment.  This is allegedly a recovery, but it’s without jobs.  

That’s why people are paying attention because gas is $4.30 a gallon in some places in 

this country.  People can’t fill up their tanks, yet we’re having a conversation 24 hours 

about Representative Weiner and what he’s doing in the congressional gym.  That’s a 

problem.   

 

MS. MATSON:  I think this is really unfair to pin this on women that they have 

anything to do with this.  I mean let’s look back at Mitch Daniels.  And people were 

concerned about, if he ran for president – well, his wife went off and had a different 

marriage, and then came back.  People were concerned about her and not about him.  And 

nobody was talking about, well, how is he enabling her.  So this is not a two-way street.  

And I think – you know, the only person who’s accountable for his behavior is him 

himself.   

 

MS. SETMAYER:  Oh, absolutely.   

 

MS. SCHAEFFER:  I’d just that – not to pin this on women, but just to 

acknowledge that clearly there’ve been a lot of women who have been hurt by these, by 

these infidelities, but these scandals, so a lot of women have been sort of the victims here.  

But I think, unfortunately, behind every one of these scandals, there is a woman – one or 

two or three or more who have enabled this and I think that we need to say why is that 

happening and does it have something to do with the fact that we’ve really pushed since 

the sexual revolution to sort of eliminate gender roles, to say that women are just like one 

of the guys, that it’s okay to engage in that same kind of casual culture of sex, and what 

does that mean in terms of relationships and marriage.  And how do we view it as a 

society.  And I think that there are consequences.  There are benefits to all of that, but 

there’re consequences, too, and this may be one of them.   

 

MS. DEWEEVER:  But what I found very interesting is when you look at what 

some of the women have said, they tried to initiate contact with him around a specific 

issue and he took it there.   

 

MS. BELTON:  Yes.   

 

MS. DEWEEVER:  So it’s not that they were really trying to get this sort of 

relationship out of him.  But one thing that I found quite interesting is his own 

constituents, the majority of them, actually wanted him to retain his seat – 

 

MS. SETMAYER:  Which I thought was appalling.   

 

MS. DEWEEVER:  Shouldn’t we be listening to his constituents or just a media 

cycle that never seems to get enough of this?          

   

MS. BELTON:  Because the reality is if you’re happy with how your 

representative is representing you, which means they’re voting for the bill you want them 



to vote for.  They’re backing the issues that you care about.  They’re bringing money 

back to the district.  You don’t care whether he’s sending pictures on Twitter of parts of 

himself that you shouldn’t put the pictures up.  That’s – people like their – they like their 

member.  I might not like their member of Congress.  I might go, “I think your member 

of Congress is awful.  I won’t elect him.”  He’s like, “well, you know what, you don’t 

live in my district, so you need to go some place, sit down, and be quite.”  I mean that’s 

the reality.  People pick their politicians.  

 

MS. SETMAYER:  They do, but it speaks volumes about what we are doing, why 

we allow lack of integrity to be an acceptable form of behavior for our elected 

representatives.  I’m sorry, but your integrity matters.  What you do in your personal life 

– you don’t just shut that off what you do behind closed doors.  What you do when 

you’re on the floor, when you’re making decisions or how you treat people when you are 

representing – when you’re a representative.  I think that started with the Bill Clinton 

culture.  That’s because individuals don’t want to look at their own lives and take 

responsibility and say, “oh, wait a minute.  If I’m going to pass judgment on him, I need 

to make sure my own life is in order, and I don’t want to face that.”  I think that’s a 

fascinating dynamic and one that we should really be careful about because it should not 

be okay that he’s doing this just because you’re helping me – where is the standard?   

 

MS. BELTON:  But the reality is, though, if we started judging politicians based 

on their sexual proclivities whether they’ve been faithful or not to their spouses, there are 

tons of people in politics who should not be in politics right now.   

 

(Cross talk.)   

 

MS. BELTON:  – we’re not getting rid of Kennedy, getting rid – getting rid of 

guys like LBJ for the books.  I mean it’s lots of – Ronald Reagan was divorced once.  He 

had a first wife before he married the second – married Nancy.  

 

MS. SETMAYER:  That’s different than infidelity, cheating on your wife, and 

lying about it and going out and then taking the position that Weiner took.  If he had 

owned up to it initially, I think people are forgiving of that.  Everybody makes mistakes.  

But he went out there.  He was sanctimonious about it and lied.   

 

MS. BELTON:  But then his real crime then is the cover up.  It’s not the actual 

sending of the pictures.   

 

(Cross talk.)   

 

MS. SCHAEFFER:  – the constituents should be more concerned about.   

 

MS. SETMAYER:  That’s right.   

 

MS. SCHAEFFER:  Is this representative actually being honest with you?  Can 

you trust him?  And as the president said on the “Today Show” the other day, he said, 



“look, you’re doing a public service when you run for office and you need to” – there are 

levels – I mean, look, if his constituents want to keep voting for him, so be it, but the fact 

I he is voting on national issues.  He’s voting on health care.  He’s voting on wars.  He’s 

voting on the economy.  And so I do think that there is room for a national conversation 

about his behavior.   

 

MS. DEWEEVER:  Well, from sexting to Congress – from sexting in Congress to 

same sex housing on campus.   

 

MS. FOWLIN:  As more universities consider co-ed dorm rooms on campus, the 

Catholic University of America in Washington, D.C., is taking the complete opposite 

approach.  This week, the school announced its return to single-sex residence halls.  

Catholic University President John Garvey hopes this change will lessen the culture of 

binge drinking and hooking up that plagues many college campuses.   

 

A recent study shows students in co-ed dorms are more likely to report numerous 

sexual partners in the previous year than those in same sex dorms.  And it’s no different 

for alcohol.  More than 41 percent of students in co-ed halls report binge drinking on a 

weekly basis, compared to less than 18 percent of students in same sex halls.   

 

MS. DEWEEVER:  So Erin, is same sex housing or co-ed housing – does that 

really make a difference when it comes to binge drinking and hooking up on campus?   

 

MS. MATSON:  Well, a couple of things, first of all, let’s talk about what the 

president of Catholic University actually said.  He said, you know – he was upset with the 

women on campus for failing to civilize men.  Now, last time I checked – (laughter) – 

last time I checked, no woman is paying college tuition to go and train men how to 

behave.  They’re going to get an education.  So I think there’s a really sexist statement 

there that we need to hold that president accountable for.  But in terms of binge drinking 

and hooking up and the general culture, look, less than 10 percent of dorms are single-sex 

right now.  And the study that we’ve heard about, it was five different dorms that were 

single-sex that they compared it to.  So do we really know that this causes people to drink 

less and to frankly follow their hormones?  It’s not news that young people have 

hormones and they’re trying to hook up in college.   

 

So I think that by encouraging single-sex segregation, whether it’s in housing, 

whether it’s in actually in the classroom, we’re perpetuating this idea that, you know, 

men and women are different and they need to be separated.  And think about, after 

college, the first place you go is the workplace, so are we supposed to segregate there, 

too?   

 

MS. SCHAEFFER:  Well, I don’t think – yes – I don’t think that we necessarily 

need to segregate, but I think that we need to accept that there are differences between the 

sexes and we’ve done our very best in the last 30, 40 years to try to strip away all gender 

differences and this is what we’re sort of talking about in the last segment.  But I think 

that there is something – there is a reason that – I don’t think that the co-ed dorms are 



causing the hook up culture, but they stem from the same root.  And I think that that’s 

what we need to take a closer look at.  And look, I lived in a co-ed dorm all through 

college.  I think, you know, it’s fun.  Sure, it’s fun, but I mean that doesn’t mean that 

there aren’t consequences to some of this behavior.  And I think one of the problems is 

that I think we’re not accepting the fact that a lot of women want to be in monogamous 

relationships.  They want to be married.  And sometimes, all of these freedoms actually 

aren’t getting women what they ultimately want.  

 

MS. SETMAYER:  And it’s also no accident that single-sex education, even in 

high schools, in junior high schools, have been very successful.  So men and women do 

learn differently.  We do have differences and that’s okay.  In certain environments and if 

you cultivate that in a certain way for students to flourish, that’s great.  Now, I don’t 

agree with him – I don’t know if he necessarily was blaming women or men behaving 

badly – could take it as – 

 

MS. DEWEEVER:  He sounded like that.   

 

MS. SETMAYER:  Well, you know, I could have taken it as we’re more civilized 

than men and you would think that they – they would be able to take a cue from us.  But 

also the thing with binge drinking and this hooking up culture in college, this is a greater 

problem than just co-ed dorm cohabitation.  Obviously, that makes it a little more 

convenient, but there’s a greater problem here with why are young people feeling the 

need to binge drink and to be so sexually irresponsible.  It affects you in so many ways.  

And our pop culture just – it glorifies that.  The reality shows on TV glorify this.  And 

this is what – this is what you’re looking at.  What do the parents do and where are these 

kids coming from?  They didn’t just go to college and all of a sudden become binge 

drinkers and decide that they were going to behave – act sexually irresponsible.  

 

So I think there’s a greater conversation to be had here.  And there could be some 

use for single-sex dorms, to try to at least curb that in the beginning.   

 

MS. BELTON:  I feel like in these kinds of situations, there tends to be a certain 

degree of pearl clutching because on one hand, you got all the 18, 19, 20-year-olds, 

they’re still kids, but almost every aspect of the society, when you’re that age, you’re 

considered to be an adult.  And so for me, when it comes to behavior on campus, the 

bottom line is are you going to school?  Are you there to get your degree?  Did you 

accomplish your main goal to go to college in the first place?  If you could accomplish 

your main goal, to go to college in the first place and be a responsible adult, which means 

you’re responsible for your own sexuality.  You’re responsible for your own drinking.  

You manage to do all that without hurting anybody or yourself.  Go ahead.  Have 

yourself a good time.  Like your main goal is to get out of college with your degree.  And 

if you can do that without causing mayhem and ruining lives, go ahead and do it.  

 

I feel like you can’t dictate the behavior of adults.  I mean –kids are going to 

drink.  Kids are going to have sex.  Kids are going to date.  That’s just what they’re going 



to do.  It’s college.  All you can do is try to give – empower them with the right kind of 

information, so they make good decisions.  They don’t botch their college experience.  

 

MS. SCHAEFFER:  But I suspect that what the president of Catholic University 

is picking up on is that for all of the qualities and all of the advancements that women 

have made in the last 40 years, all of which I support, I have benefited from, I think that 

there are some downsides.  And that if we’re not willing to sort of look at those 

downsides and recognize that when you strip away gender differences, when you make 

women sort of equal to men in all aspects of life, then we’ve sort of limited things like 

courtship, romance, fidelity, marriage, all these things that I think that both men and 

women do want at maybe different levels, but they do.  And that when we sort of throw 

kids together and we say sort of figure it out on your own, it makes it much harder.  

That’s not to say you can’t figure it out, but I think that sometimes those gender roles, 

those sort of defined differences can be very helpful to people.   

 

MS. MATSON:  Two things.  One, first of all, this is all smoking mirrors because 

Catholic University already had single-sex floors in the dorms.  So it’s not like some 

great big changes coming here and that it was knock, knock, knock next door man, 

woman.  But I think – I want to go back to this point that you said earlier about, you 

know, some women do want courtship and marriage and traditional and that equality is 

somehow hurting that.  I really disagree with that.  I think that, you know, women are 

fully capable of going out and getting married, even when they’re equal and fully capable 

of going out and pursuing a monogamous relationship.  And so it’s not really about what 

other people.  It’s about women do for themselves.  And I think we’re able to.   

 

MS. SETMAYER:  Well, I think the point Sabrina’s making is that if we try to 

diminish the traditional roles of men and women and certain relationships and equalizing 

women’s behavior with men as far as multiple sexual partners and being promiscuous, 

and that’s okay for men, but not okay for women, but now we’re trying to make that 

okay.  I think that that definitely – and studies have shown this that that has had an effect 

on love and relationships and marriage and our viewpoints on that.  Divorce rates are 

high.  People are living with each other more instead of getting married.  The institution 

of marriage is being diminished considerably – 

 

MS. SCHAEFFER:  And who’s benefiting – 

 

MS. SETMAYER:  Yes, well, exactly, man are benefiting – 

 

MS. SCHAEFFER:  – look at Congressman Weiner, but the women aren’t 

benefiting from that ultimately.  

 

MS. DEWEEVER:  But he got married.   

 

MS. SCHAEFFER:  And look at his poor wife.  She’s pregnant now with a 

cheating, rude husband.  So I think that it’s sort of like – ultimately, I think women are 

the ones who are going to get hurt by this culture.   



 

MS. DEWEEVER:  You know, we can definitely carry this debate on.  I don’t 

think we’re really fine indefinite into it here, but we have to move on.  Behind the 

headlines, selfish reasons to have more kids.  As the recession continues to impact the 

choices American families make, one book is challenging some traditional ideas on child 

rearing.  For Father’s Day, Bonnie Erbe spoke to author and economist Professor Bryan 

Caplan, who’s encouraging parents to stop stressing about the kids and maybe even have 

a few more.  

 

(Begin video segment.)   

 

MR. BRYAN CAPLAN:  Parents are needlessly making themselves unhappy by 

making a lot of sacrifices and putting in a lot of effort that actually doesn’t pay off.   

 

MS. BONNIE ERBE:  Caplan comes to this controversial conclusion through 

research on identical and fraternal twins.  He decides it’s ultimately nature, not nurture 

that dictates how a child will turn out as an adult.  He argues there’s a strong connection 

between child rearing and the number of children one has.  As parents worry less about 

parenting, Caplan believes they will want to have more children.   

 

MR. CAPLAN:  I rely on 40 years of science of adoption and twin studies, where 

basically you can use these techniques to really measure how much difference do parents 

really make.  For example, adoption studies of IQ find that if a little kid gets adopted by a 

high IQ family, he will actually score better.  He will be smarter when he’s little kid.  The 

catch is that by the time that he’s 12, that effect goes away.  Parents tend to think their 

kids are like clay, where you mold them to any shape that you want and then you put 

them into the kiln and they stay that way forever.  In reality, they’re more like flexible 

plastic that does respond to pressure, but when you release the pressure, when your kid 

turns 18 and moves out or whatever he winds up doing, you want to pop him back into 

about the same shape that he would have been in if he’d been raised in a quite different 

family.   

 

MS. ERBE:  But in a world quickly approaching the seven billion person mark, 

Caplan’s ideas are raising some eyebrows.   

 

MS. CAPLAN:  In terms of population and poverty, which is the classic worry – 

if we have too many people, then we’re all going to get a smaller slice of the pie – that 

sounds really good, but it goes against last 200 years of history, where there was an 

enormous explosion of both population and prosperity.  The main reason that we’re richer 

today than we were 200 years ago it’s not that the people are better.  It’s not even so 

much that we have more tools to work with, is that we just have better ideas.   

 

MS. ERBE:  Ninety percent of married coupled admit to feeling less satisfied 

after having children.  Caplan says that’s exactly why he wrote the book.  His bottom 

line: parents need to worry less and spend more time enjoying their children.   

 



MS. CAPLAN:  Look, I know that you’re probably a little bit less happy, but it 

isn’t because you’re a parent.  It’s because you are parenting your kids in a way that is a 

lot less pleasant than it really has to be.  Once you focus on the relationship with the 

child, enjoying your time together, finding things you like doing together, and less on 

trying to reshape the child, treat him like a science experiment, it’s just a much more 

pleasant experience, and the vision that you have in your head about how great it can be 

to be a parent can be yours.  

 

(End video segment.)  

 

MS. DEWEEVER:  So Sabrina, you’re a parent.  You’re probably less happy, but 

– (laughter) – 

 

MS. SCHAEFFER:  Maybe less – I don’t have a lot of sleep these days, but yes, 

I’m very happy.   

 

MS. DEWEEVER:  So are parents irrelevant?  I mean is that what you think?   

 

MS. SCHAEFFER:  I don’t think so.  To be honest, I’ve heard a lot about the 

book.  I haven’t yet read it.  My husband held the book forum for Bryan a few weeks ago 

and I attended that.  One of the things – one of the problems, I think, in the whole 

conversation is that Bryan’s using a sort of a definition of what nurture is that I don’t 

think most parents would recognize.  Is idea of nurture is very specific to the genetics 

literature.  It talks about things like your income, your educational level, but it doesn’t 

address what most of us think about in terms of parenting, like how do you discipline 

your child?  What school do you send your child to?  How do you feed your child?  What 

kind of relationship – what kind of time do you spend with your child?  So all of these 

things that, I think most of us agree, do have an impact on maybe molding, as he said, in 

the plastic way.  I think they do have an effect.  And I think if we look at some serious 

public policy issues like teen pregnancy, we’d say, “yes, parents have impact on binge 

drinking, on all of these things that we’ve talked about, and it’s hard to ignore that.”   

 

MS. DEWEEVER:  What do you think?   

 

MS. BELTON:  I was just really kind of confused by – there were certain things I 

didn’t think were related to one another.  You know, the harm and like, “well, you know, 

parents shouldn’t worry about being a parent so much, so have so more children.”  Like, 

what?  (Laughter.)  Like you worry too much about there and he’s like, “oh, that’s kind of 

normal.  Don’t you worry about your kids.  They’re your offspring.  They’re your future.  

You love them.  You want the best for them.  So have more,” like it doesn’t make sense 

to me, especially if you’re coming from the standpoint where you’re an economically 

insecure family.  Like is it even responsible for you to have children that you can’t 

possibly take care of?  It’s one thing if you’re wealthy, like people always make fun of 

Angelina Jolie and Brad Pitt because of all their kids.  I’m like, they’re rich.  (Laughter.)  

They want to have like 30 because they’re going to dump me right now.  (Laughter.)  

They have the ability and means to take care of all those children.   



 

Now, do I think somebody who’s – you know – barely making ends meet, who’s 

struggling to take care like the two kids they have.  You should say, “no, no, go ahead.  

Have six, seven, eight, nine, 10 kids.”   

 

MS. SCHAEFFER:  I don’t think he’s talking about these families, which is 

another point where sort of they need to develop in the book.  He’s only talking about 

sort of a subset of upper middle class.   

 

MS. DEWEEVER:  Talking about people stressing out, he’s saying – I think he’s 

saying that parents are so worried that they’re not doing it right.  I call it mamma guilt.  I 

have my share of mamma guilt about everything under the sun.  And he’s saying, “don’t 

be so guilty about every little thing.  If your child stays up 10 o’clock tonight, it won’t 

mean that he’s going to turn out a criminal.   

 

MS. SETMAYER:  Well, I mean, perhaps.  It seemed just in that segment that 

some of his – what he was saying was a little intellectually inconsistent.  On one hand, 

it’s like, well, don’t worry about it, just relax and be a good parent.  On the other hand, 

it’s like, it doesn’t matter what the other factors are, go on, and have more kids.  But it 

was interesting.  I don’t know.  I think that parents need to make better decisions on when 

they’re having their kids, when they’re economically stable to do so.  I mean it’s totally 

irresponsible to just say – you know, some people think having kids will help fix their 

relationships.  You know, they do that.  And I think those factors are way more relevant 

than this esoteric concept that he’s trying to portray that just because you’re stressed out 

and feel less happy, don’t let that deter you have more children.  It just seems a little 

esoteric to me and not practical anyway.  

 

MS. MATSON:  To me, it just seems like it’s straight out of the onion.  You 

know.  Men – (inaudible) – saying have more kids.  I think that women and their partners 

can decide, “do we want to have more kids?  Well, yes, we do – 

 

MS. DEWEEVER:  And especially women because we’re going to end up doing 

most of the work – 

 

(Cross talk.)   

 

MS. MATSON:  – that’s why I think it’s like males – 

 

MS. SETMAYER:  Easy for a man to say that.   

 

MS. MATSON:  When the bulk of child rearing falls on men and women equally 

and when the bulk of housework falls on men and women equally, then we can have that 

conversation, but at this point, it seems kind of comical.  

 

(Cross talk.)   

 



MS. SETMAYER:  And I don’t have any children.  I have a cat who’s like my 

child, but – everybody knows about – but no, I would think that the survey where he said 

that 90 percent of parents feel less satisfied when they first have children, I’d like to 

know at what point do they survey these parents.  I mean obviously, when you first have 

a child and you’re up all night and you’re going through the stress of “oh, my God, I’m 

actually a parent now,” you might feel that is really a huge responsibility and a life 

changing event.  So initially, sure you might feel less satisfied.  But as time goes on, I 

find it very hard to believe that parents feel less satisfied bringing up their children.  

That’s a beautiful miracle from God, so why would you feel less satisfied?   

 

MS. SCHAEFFER:  And in fact, I’d be curious to know how he measured 

satisfaction.  Again, is it – 

 

MS. SETMAYER:  Right.   

 

MS. SCHAEFFER:  – do you feel like you can’t just go out to dinner.  You don’t 

have that spontaneity anymore?  Sure, but how’s your partner?  How’s your spouse?  Are 

you and your spouse closer?  Most likely.  So there’s a lot of different ways of measuring 

that.  And as an economist, I would imagine he wants to sort of clarify that a bit.   

 

MS. BELTON:  I don’t think anything – I like the aspect of telling parents not to 

stress out so much, but I mean – 

 

MS. DEWEEVER:  Well, we’ll have to continue the discussion.  That’s it for this 

edition of To the Contrary with Bonnie Erbe.  Next week, is marriage becoming 

obsolete?  Visit us on the website for “To the Contrary Extra” about Michele Bachmann’s 

presidential campaign.  Whether your views are in agreement or to the contrary, please 

join us next time.    

 

(END) 

 


