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MS. HENNEBERGER:  This week on To the Contrary, laws that are supposed to 

protect children from sex offenders go unenforced.  Then outlawing illegal abortions.  

Behind the headlines: is there such a thing as a little bit married?   

 

(Musical break.) 

 

MS. HENNEBERGER:  Hello and welcome to To the Contrary, a discussion of 

news and social trends from diverse perspectives.  Bonnie Erbe is off this week.  I’m 

Melinda Henneberger.  Up first, sexual predators on the loose.   

 

The rape and murder of 17-year-old Chelsea King in San Diego, California, 

allegedly by a 30-year-old convicted sex offender prompted a nationwide outcry this 

week for tougher child protection laws.  There are more than 700,000 registered sex 

offenders in the United States.  A hundred thousands of them are considered level-three 

offenders, the most violent group with a high risk of offending again.  In 1996, Congress 

required all states to create a registry of sex offenders.  Today, many states have statutes 

aimed at protecting children from sexual predators such as Megan’s Law which allows 

public access to information on sex offenders and Jessica’s Law which prohibits sex 

offenders from living within 2,000 feet of a park or school.  President Obama has said he 

would find more federal dollars to fulfill the Adam Walsh Act creating a national registry 

of sex offenders.  Although the law was passed under the Bush administration, it has yet 

to be implemented due to lack of funding.  But some believe more needs to be done and 

question whether these statutes actually reduce crime. 

 

Patricia Sosa, will President Obama and the Congress provide the funding for 

enforcing these laws and for fulfilling the promise of these registries? 

 

MS. SOSA:  Well, I have to say the data shows that the number of cases has not 

gone down with enforcement of the existing laws.  So I guess I’m going to sound like a 

Republican but I’m not quite sure if putting more money is a solution to this problem. 

 

MS. KZARNECKI:  I certainly hope so.  It’s been four years since the Adam 

Walsh law was passed and the patchwork of laws across the country is not helping 

families, is not helping communities to keep kids safe. 

 

MS. BENNETT:  And I’ll sound like a Democrat and say, yes, I hope it does do 

it.  But the bottom line is the psychiatrist that evaluated Gardner, the young man in 

question, said this guy needs to be locked up forever.  He shouldn’t have been on the 

street at all.  So we need to pay attention to the psychiatric evaluations in situations like 

these. 

 

MS. KUROKAWA:  I don’t think it’s a matter of providing more funding as 

much as it is spending our existing law enforcement dollars more wisely. 



 

MS. HENNEBERGER:  Karen, I have a question for you.  One of the most 

interesting things I think is that all the data we look at suggests that most sex offenders 

really cannot be rehabilitated.  So that being the case, are we just making ourselves feel 

better with these laws that purport to be – (isn’t ?) like taking your shoes off before you 

get on a plane.  Does it really keep these people from molesting someone in their 

neighborhood? 

 

MS. KZARNECKI:  I think it’s a valid question.  I don’t think it’s going to 

prevent them from committing these crimes, but it’s really empowering for families and 

communities.  If we did not have laws in the books right now, you wouldn’t be able to go 

on the Internet and find out how many sex offenders live in the area.  I remember when I 

moved 10 years ago, I found out that there were six within a mile radius of my house and 

my kids were too little at the time but I had a good look at those photos and I figured out 

how close they were to my house.  I figured out what the walking distance was to the 

local schools.  So I was able to have that information at least make some changes in my 

behavior and what we did as a family to protect my kids.  And if that’s all it does, I think 

that does a lot for communities and families. 

 

MS. BENNETT:  Well, and if I can start –  

 

MS. HENNEBERGER:  Sure.  Go ahead. 

 

MS. BENNETT:  Well, I think another key part of this, however, is we can’t 

ignore what an acknowledged sex offender said, that prison terms without psychiatric 

therapy to accompany, even if it’s a very intractable situation, is useless.  So I think what 

we have to look at is what’s good for the communities, the people who are potential 

victims so they can empower themselves, but let’s look at the psychiatric dimension of 

this and take that seriously. 

 

MS. SOSA:  I guess what I wanted to react to Karen’s point is that I’m not against 

the registry.  I’m not against knowing who lives in your neighborhood certainly if there’s 

a sex offender and you can protect your children.  But I think the core problem is in the 

sentencing and that’s a challenge here. 

 

MS. BENNETT (?):  Right.  Yes. 

 

MS. SOSA:  You don’t want to have a sentence that is cruel and unusual because 

it will not meet constitutional standards but clearly if you know this is a case of someone 

that is not redeemable and the psychiatrist is telling you this guy is never going to cure 

himself, then why did you let the guy out?  You know, you’re making the society very 

vulnerable. 

 

MS. HENNEBERGER:  I think you raise a very interesting point.  I happen to 

know this because my best friend’s husband works with sex offenders and he says there’s 

not a known case of someone at this level who has ever been cured.  So if we know that 



and yet, it’s not constitutional to throw away the key, what else can we do to keep people 

safe, Nicole? 

 

MS. KUROKAWA:  I think it’s also important to note though that there has been 

tremendous over criminalization in this area.  There have been a lot of examples of 

children that have been prosecuted as sex offenders for sending pictures of themselves to 

their boyfriends or young men receiving pictures from underage girls.   

 

MS. BENNETT (?):  Right.   

 

MS. KUROKAWA:  So there are people that are now classified as sex offender 

that aren’t necessarily of that caliber of the very serious criminals.   

 

MS. BENNETT (?):  That’s a very interesting point. 

 

MS. KUROKAWA:  So I think we really need to delineate between who the 

really bad guys are and who the not so bad guys are. 

 

MS. BENNETT:  Right.   

 

MS. HENNEBERGER:  Sam, what else can we do on the prevention end?  We 

love to talk about the criminal justice end of things but, you know, could more funding 

for child welfare programs –   

 

MS. BENNETT:  Absolutely.   

 

MS. HENNEBERGER:  – prevent kids who are abused from becoming abusers 

and what’s the political potential for that? 

 

MS. BENNETT:  Well, and I can speak from two fronts having been the survivor 

of rape myself and actually sexual abuse growing up, so much of this originates in the 

home.  And so making more funding available so that we can deal with situations early 

on, it’s well documented, right, for every dollar that you spend in rehabilitation, in 

families is reduced dollars in criminal sentencing later on.  I couldn’t agree with you 

more and we need to put money more at preventing these things from happening and less 

on the end of prosecution.  But, of course, I do agree with Patricia on this that this was a 

case, this particular case, was where the psychiatrist said, you must throw away the key 

and he was released after five years. 

 

MS. HENNEBERGER:  Right.  That’s unfortunate.  And the prevention, of 

course, is never as popular from a political standpoint.   

 

MS. BENNETT:  No.  Not at all. 

 

MS. HENNEBERGER:  From enforcing laws to adopting new ones.   

 



A woman who chooses to end her pregnancy anywhere but at a legal abortion 

clinic could soon face jail time in the state of Utah.  The state legislature there recently 

passed a bill that would make it a crime to seek an illegal abortion.  Now it’s up to 

Republican Governor Gary R. Herbert to decide whether the bill, the first of its kind in 

the country, will become law.  Some see the bill as an extension of existing fetal 

homicide laws.  At least 38 states have such laws where the murder or assault of a 

pregnant woman carries additional charges.  But both pro-life and pro-choice groups have 

expressed outrage with the Utah bill.  Those opposed to abortion say if passed, the law 

will send the message abortions are only wrong if they’re performed illegally while pro-

choice advocates say the bill will give prosecutors the right to charge every woman who 

miscarries with a crime. 

 

Late this week the bill was sent back to the state legislature for revisions to make 

it narrower in scope.  But, Karen, is this law even necessary?  And what were the pro-life 

objections to the law? 

 

MS. KZARNECKI:  Well, it really depends on who you ask.  In the past, a court 

has refused to prosecute a pregnant woman for bringing harm onto her unborn child.  And 

this has been for decades – this has been the case where they will not prosecute her.  

However, there are 26 states which have laws in the books for harm to an unborn child if 

you were paying somebody to do something for you.  There are so many different laws 

out there in the states and no one wants to prosecute a person who goes through 

something like this but at the same time I think she needs mental health counseling for 

having this done to herself seven months pregnant. 

 

MS. HENNEBERGER:  The thing I was thinking about under this law I guess 

Scarlett O’Hara would have been prosecuted for falling down the stairs.  But, Patricia, I 

mean, how are they going to tell what was on purpose and what was –  

 

MS. SOSA:  Exactly.  That is the biggest concern particularly on the progressive 

side.  You know, who are seeking abortions?  I mean, in reality are a lot of young 

women, a lot of poor women and these are the people that you’re going to add another 

aspect in which they can be criminalized in terms of their behavior.  This is the last thing 

that you need.  It’s not going to discourage what the pro-lifers and even the pro-choice 

people want which is improving the quality of health of women.  I think this is – I cannot 

see the public policy benefit of such a law. 

 

MS. HENNEBERGER (?):  Right. 

 

MS. KUROKAWA:  I think someone that is in such a desperate situation is really 

– they’re not going to be deterred by an additional law. 

 

MS. BENNETT:  Right.  Absolutely.  And really, this is a slippery slope.  There 

might have been a well-intentioned slippery slope but slippery slope nonetheless.  The 

majority of Americans support the right of all of us to make our own health decisions, 

right?  And we have a federal law protecting this.  My big concern about Utah is exactly 



what you’ve expressed – we’re criminalizing something, right, and now we’re making the 

woman the enemy, the criminal here.  Very slippery slope for us on so many different 

fronts.  So whether you’re anti-choice or pro-choice, the bottom line is we need to start 

thinking about putting women first and trusting women to make their own decisions.  No 

woman does such a thing lightly.  And in the case – your point, Karen – what was going 

on in this young woman’s mind to hire someone to beat her with a baseball bat? 

 

MS. HENNEBERGER:  That’s very disturbing.  This case is so far out of the 

norm –  

 

MS. BENNETT:  Absolutely. 

 

MS. HENNEBERGER:  – that you really wonder how much it applies to the 

abortion debate at all.  And that I think we can all agree, whatever side we’re on on this, 

that someone who would hire someone to harm her personally, and I think that in a lot of 

these discussions, the one we had last week about the woman who was Twittering her 

abortion, the same thing where your real reaction is this is a woman who needs a hug and 

a therapist. 

 

MS. BENNETT:  That’s right. 

 

MS. HENNEBERGER:  So, you know, is there a pro-life, Nicole, point in favor 

of having a law such as this? 

 

MS. KUROKAWA:  You know, I’m pro-choice so I cannot – (inaudible) – in 

defense of this.  (Laughter.) 

 

MS. BENNETT (?):  Good job.  Good job. 

 

MS. HENNEBERGER (?):  That’s like when I’m sitting on the Democratic side 

and I’m pro-life.  So it’s good to be reminded that we don’t all fit in our boxes and thank 

goodness. 

 

MS. KZARNECKI:  Pro-lifers don’t like the legislation that’s been proposed 

because it actually codifies when life begins.  And there are six different sets of state laws 

out there saying whether it’s quickening that’s still on the books for a lot of states. 

 

MS. BENNETT:  Right. 

 

MS. KZARNECKI:  But state legislatures by and large have recognized that you 

should not harm an unborn child.  I mean, the majority of states do have laws on the 

books for that no matter where you say life begins.  And literally, the whole reason the 

pro-life movement doesn’t like it is because it sets in stone and then there’s a 

demarcation line and that’s why some of the groups don’t like this at all. 

 



MS. HENNEBERGER:  I also think it’s bad for pro-lifers because it sets us up as 

anti-woman and as punishing the woman and there’s enough of that stereotype out there 

already.   

 

MS. BENNETT:  Absolutely. 

 

MS. HENNEBERGER:  What could the motivation be for other than making 

society feel good and – (inaudible) – women? 

 

MS. BENNETT:  You know, look at us around this table.  There might be 

different value sets here but we can come to a consensus on things.  The challenge I think 

we have in this country is – certainly, I respect your decision around abortion and you 

respect mine, but when we law things such out in laws that hurt women, particularly poor 

women, that’s one of the biggest challenges around the laws that are in the books.  If a 

wealthy woman wants to terminate a pregnancy, she will do it and she will do it in any 

means that she needs to.  By having laws that punish women who are less well endowed, 

let’s say, economically then we’re setting up a situation where poor women do not have 

access and wealthy women do.  That’s at the heart of many of the problems of legislation 

that we have currently on the books. 

 

MS. KZARNECKI:  With what we’re looking at right now, if this woman was 

seven months pregnant you would hope that there would be someone out there to tell her 

there are other options that if you can’t raise a child by yourself. 

 

MS. BENNETT (?):  Absolutely.  Absolutely. 

 

MS. KZARNECKI:  And for her to be seven months pregnant and have to go 

through this –  

 

MS. HENNEBERGER:  Definitely some other options than hurting yourself. 

 

MS. BENNETT:  Absolutely.  And to be seven months pregnant and to have to 

resort to this – one thing I would like to suggest is we’ve created inadvertently such a 

poisonous environment in this country around this real difficult decision that women have 

to make.  If we took some of the poison and vitriol out of this so that all women knew 

that adoption was available to them, which is a very viable option, or they could 

terminate the in the early stages of a pregnancy, we’d be in a much better shape. 

 

MS. KZARNECKI:  But if you look at it historically, prior to “Roe v. Wade,” 

courts and society would not punish a woman who would actually take such drastic 

measures to end a pregnancy. 

 

MS. BENNETT (?):  Good point.  Very good point. 

 

MS. KZARNECKI:  So even before no one wanted to punish someone in this 

circumstance. 



 

MS. BENNETT (?):  That’s a great point, Karen. 

 

MS. KUROKAWA:  This law in particular I think is especially nefarious because 

there is so much prosecutorial discretion involved where you really have – you have 

someone who is able to determine that was done maliciously, that was not and that to me 

is very scary once you remove that decision. 

 

MS. SOSA:  It wouldn’t pass constitutional muster which is a reason why they 

turned it back into the legislature.  I mean, absolutely they dropped – (inaudible). 

 

MS. HENNEBERGER:  Well, we’re on a rare patch of common ground on 

abortion.  (Laughter.)  This is a historic day, I think. 

 

Behind the headlines: with the number of women in the workforce at recode highs 

and a multitude of birth control options to choose from, Gen Y couples are waiting even 

longer than their parents’ generation – and goodness knows we waited long enough – to 

tie the knot.  Bonnie Erbe reports on a new book explaining what it means to be a little bit 

married. 

 

(Begin video segment.) 

 

HANNAH SELIGSON [Author, “A Little Bit Married: How to Know When It’s 

Time to Walk Down the Aisle or Out the Door]:  I think for a lot of young people, a little 

bit married if a very good gap or stop gap.  I think it gives people time to sort of cool 

their jets, to make some money, to live together, to explore or to not live together and to 

explore but however they want to do it.  And these are relationships that probably 60 or 

70 years ago would have culminated in marriage but for today, for a number of reasons, 

often do not. 

 

MS. ERBE:  One reason for the postponement?  Birth control. 

 

MS. SELIGSON:  One young man I interviewed who was a little bit married said, 

well, if I had to be married to have sex, I would be married as would every guy I know 

and I think that kind of sums it up that birth control – it used to be people got married for 

two reasons: women needed a base of economic support and it was too risky to have sex 

outside of marriage because if you had a child, having a child out of wedlock and all the 

social stigma there. So birth control has just changed the landscape of dating.  Now you 

don’t need to be married to have sex and there’s birth control and it’s much less risky to 

have sex outside of marriage.  And the women’s movement has brought about women’s 

lib and women now have their own careers and are interested in sort of forging their own 

independent paths before they get married too. 

 

MS. ERBE:  According to the Bureau of Labor Statistics, the average person will 

hold at least seven jobs before the age 30.  Author Hannah Seligson says young couples 

today want to be finically stable and secure before entering into marriage. 



 

MS. SELIGSON:  We know that delaying marriage is a good thing for marriage 

up to a certain point.  This is where it gets all sticky that studies have shown that if you 

get married after your early 20s, after you’ve reached financial and emotional maturity is 

a very good thing for marriage.  So through that lens you could say, well, a little bit 

married, people delay marriage it’s a good thing.  You know, there’s just sort of (group ?) 

saying that what’s the best marriage advice?  Don’t be poor.  And so as people get older 

and they have amassed more income, that’s sort of a little bit married, would be good for 

that. 

 

MS. ERBE:  But not everyone agrees being a little bit married is a good thing.  In 

fact, some researchers say couples who cohabit before marriage are more likely to wind 

up divorced.  But with about a quarter of 20-somethings choosing to live together before 

walking down the aisle, Seligson says the discussion needs to change. 

 

MS. SELIGSON:  You have no greater chance of getting divorced if you’ve only 

lived with one person before you get married.  So it’s only the people who serially 

cohabit, those are the people who have a higher divorce rate.  So I think the conversation 

needs to shift from, well, is living together before marriage a good thing or a bad thing 

for people, are you going to have a higher divorce rate to how do we prepare this 

generation of young people to live together since so many of them are going to do it. 

 

MS. ERBE:  About 20 percent of Gen Y adults are married, just about half the 

percentage of their parents’ generation at this age.  But Seligson says this doesn’t mean 

young people are completely giving up on marriage. 

 

MS. SELIGSON:  I think you can learn a lot about a generation from their 

courtship ritual.  And, you know, for me, my grandparents were on five dates over a 

course of 10 months before they got married and I say in the book five days is now the 

time when you might become Face Book friends.  And so there’s been this dramatic and 

drastic change in courtship and how people get married and this generation really does 

want to get married.  They’re just taking a longer time to get there. 

 

(End video segment.) 

 

MS. HENNEBERGER:  Nicole Kurokawa, this is your life.  (Laughter.)  How has 

this played into your own decision in situation? 

 

MS. KUROKAWA:  Well, as a cohabiter, I think it’s a good thing but at the same 

time it is not a decision that should be entered into lightly.  I think Hannah made an 

excellent point where you need to realize that you don’t have the same legal protections 

that you would if you are married.  And so it’s definitely a decision that needs to be 

entered in with a lot of discussion and with a lot of knowledge on the part of all parties 

involved.   

 



MS. HENNEBERGER:  Among your friends, what do you see as the common 

attitude, if there even is one toward marriage and toward delaying marriage?   

 

MS. KUROKAWA:  I think part of it is financial stability.  A lot of people are 

paying up student loans.  A lot of people are trying to save up money to pay for their own 

weddings.  Parents are not paying for weddings as much as they used to, at least among 

my friends.  So I think there is that financial independence aspect to it. 

 

MS. SOSA:  And the other thing I see among women of this generation is the fact 

they want their independence and their careers are so important.  I actually counsel my 

young friends a lot.  I say, if you want to have a family, that is a good thing and in your 

20s is much better than in your 30s and in your 30s is much better than in your 40s.  And 

a lot of people are waiting.  So I think that the opportunities the women in particularly 

have are like, you know, marriage, career – you know, and their choices. 

 

MS. BENNETT:  Or something in between. 

 

MS. HENNEBERGER:  I was very interested to hear what my mom always told 

me about how cohabiting led to divorce was actually backed up by this study.  But is 

there a downside, Karen, to this trend? 

 

MS. KZARNECKI:  To cohabiting?  Absolutely.  It’s crazy.  Thirty years ago, a 

woman who actually (gave up ?) sex or did housework for men were considered fools 

and today it’s really considered the norm and no one challenges it anymore.  There’s a lot 

of downsides to it.  And the thing is it’s the children, if you have children, there’s more 

increased abuse for the children.  There’s more domestic abuse for the women if they end 

up staying with the man.  I mean, three and four decades of social science data has 

proven that people in cohabiting situations, especially if they’re cohabiting with more 

than one person, if it’s just rotating, you know, every couple of years you pick a different 

person, it’s a doomed relationship.  It’s doomed for your family and it’s just bad all 

around. 

 

MS. BENNETT:  But I think what we’re talking mainly about here are young 

people of your generation who are making a decision to cohabitate before they get 

married.  And I think – I have a daughter who’s 25-years-old.  I have a 23-year-old 

daughter.  The 25-year-old is living with an absolutely wonderful young man and they’re 

talking about marriage now.  And what I see in my daughter’s generation is they think 

it’s foolish to marry before you’ve gotten to know somebody well enough and it’s foolish 

to get married before you’re on your feet and you’re stable financially.  It makes sense to 

me.  And I think I agree with this idea that we need to wake up.  This is how young 

people are thinking right now.  But Karen, your points are very well taken.  Once 

children come into the picture, we have to make sure there’s a marriage there to put them 

in the best situation.  So I think if we look at it as an early decision that makes sense, I 

don’t have a problem. 

 



MS. SOSA:  And I actually think that the marriage crisis in this country has more 

to do with how people perceive marriage and their commitment to the relationship and 

the challenges that we have in being committed, how people just want to have it all and if 

I get a little – get bored –  

 

MS. HENNEBERGER:  So whether there’s a piece of paper or not, the problem is 

the commitment, not in the institution. 

 

MS. SOSA:  Exactly.  Exactly.  Exactly.  And what you do before or after, you 

know.  It’s you have to be serious about what you’re going to do whether you cohabitate 

or not. 

 

MS. HENNEBERGER:  I’m interesting in what you said about your daughter.  Is 

there the idea among her friends that you need to kick the tires a little but there’s also a 

limit to that period of – so this is (just ?) right.   

 

MS. BENNETT:  Yes.  And I would say that’s equal among the young – her 

friends that are men and her friends that are young women.  I think it’s a – and actually, 

you talked about this before the show even started.  The idea of they want to make sure, 

the young women, that they’re on their feet.  I respect that because if my daughters have 

their careers going, I know that even if their divorce unfortunately ends in a way that they 

don’t want it to that they’ll be okay versus my mom when my father – and she divorced.  

My mother was put in very difficult economic straits because she hadn’t worked before 

she got married.  So I don’t know.  I think that some of this makes a good amount of 

sense. 

 

MS. KZARNECKI:  The social science data is against cohabitation unless you’re 

getting married.  So you’re getting married so I think you’re going to be okay.  

(Laughter.)   

 

(Cross talk.) 

 

MS. SOSA:  Listen, as somebody who’s thinking of getting remarried, I have to 

tell you, change the tax laws because I’ve done the numbers and they don’t add up. 

 

MS. HENNEBERGER:  I want to know, is this really any different from my 

generation?  I mean, people – we put off – in those days it was pretty much a class issue.  

Women I knew who did not go to college, got married younger, and women who went to 

college got married mid-30s was the norm.  So is this really so new do you think? 

 

MS. KZARNECKI:  I don’t think it is.  It’s only in the past 30 years has it 

become very acceptable and it’s really because women entered the workforce.  And let’s 

face it, if you’re cohabiting, yes, you want to kick the tires and get to know someone but 

more importantly, you don’t have –  

 

MS. HENNEBERGER:  Such a romantic phrase I think.  (Laughter.)   



 

MS. KZARNECKI:  Of course.  But the same point, if you decide that it doesn’t 

work out, you have no religious institution to get dissolved, you don’t have to go to court 

to make it happen.  You just move out and decide who’s going to get which furniture.  

It’s a lot easier to do it that way than all the – (inaudible) – and the circumstance of 

marriages and then having them dissolved.  So it’s a lot easier to walk away if you have 

to.  It’s not a pleasant thing to do but I think that’s why it’s so socially acceptable these 

days. 

 

MS. BENNETT:  And even within that though, I think that in those cohabitation – 

for example, if you live in New York City and you happen to have an apartment together, 

then it becomes a legal issue, right? 

 

MS. KZARNECKI:  With the rent control laws.   

 

MS. BENNETT:  Exactly.  Who gets the apartment.  So I have read a little bit 

about that when you do go into those situations you might want to consider putting 

something down on paper, who gets what. 

 

MS. KZARNECKI (?):  That’s crazy.  Who paid for it should get it. 

 

MS. BENNETT:  So it makes it easier – I know.  I know.  I know.  But I’ve read 

that people are suggesting that now. 

 

MS. HENNEBERGER:  So a prenup for a little bit married. 

 

MS. BENNETT:  (Inaudible.)  (Laughter.)   

 

MS. HENNEBERGER:  What are the cultural, ethnic differences in this?  I mean, 

is this across all the racial groups? 

 

MS. BENNETT:  It’s interesting.  My husband is Mexican and I see some things 

in his family. 

 

MS. SOSA:  Yes, mean, it’s interesting.  In the Latino community there’s a lot of 

different traditions but the tradition is marriage.  Absolutely.  The tradition is marriage 

and particularly young women to get married earlier. 

 

MS. HENNEBERGER:  So we’re not quite European yet. 

 

MS. SOSA:  Yes.  Yes.  Yes. 

 

MS. HENNEBERGER:  That’s it for this edition of To the Contrary.  Next week, 

a look at how and why the environmental movement distanced itself from the movement 

to stabilize U.S. population.  Please join us on the web for “To the Contrary Extra.”  And 

whether your views are in agreement or to the contrary, please join us next time. 



 

(END) 


