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.STX 

 



MS. ERBE:  This week on “To the Contrary,” Republican attacks on House 

Minority Leader Nancy Pelosi increase as Election Day draws near.  Are they gender 

based?  Then, how much is too much when it comes to homework?  Behind the 

headlines: stream conservation helps the environment and American families.  

 

(Musical break.)   

 

Hello, I’m Bonnie Erbe.  Welcome to “To the Contrary,” a discussion of news 

and social trends from diverse perspectives.  Up first, political attacks. 

 

Republican rhetorical raps against House Minority or Democratic Leader Nancy 

Pelosi of California seem to be multiplying as November nears.  The heat rose when a 

dispute broke out this week over whether capturing Osama bin Laden would make 

Americans safer.  Minority Leader Pelosi said if he’s caught now, it’s five years too late 

and she didn’t think his capture now would make the country safer.  Republican leaders 

called her statement ill-advised and demoralizing to troops in Iraq.  Just days earlier, Vice 

President Dick Cheney said on national TV of bin Laden, quote, “He’s not the only 

source of the problem, obviously, Tim.  If you killed him tomorrow, you would still have 

a problem with al Qaeda, with Zawahiri, and the others.”   

 

The flap began this spring, when the Republican National Committee issued a 

news release in May saying Nancy Pelosi’s vision for the future is one of “higher taxes 

on working Americans, cut and run in Iraq, and a little impeachment thrown in for good 

measure,” end quote.  Pelosi is not shrinking from the debate, calling Republicans 

desperate and incompetent.  

 

So, Irene Natividad, is this attack on Pelosi motivated by her gender, by her 

politics, by where she comes from – San Francisco – none, or all of the above? 

 

MS. NATIVIDAD:  Of course it’s about gender.  When you’re the first woman to 

enter a room, whether it’s a corporate board or the U.S. Capitol, then the spotlight shines 

on you.  So you’re free to be redefined by everyone either negatively or positively 

because there was no one else before you.  

 

MS. CZARNECKI:  No, I say this is par for the course for election season and 

anybody who’s weak-kneed shouldn’t apply for a job in politics.  

 

MS. LANDER:  I think it’s a little bit of both, but I think it’s more important that 

is the sign of a desperate Republican Party.  

 

MS. WOOD:  (Laughter.)  I don’t think it has anything to do with size, location, 

or her gender.  It’s all about Nancy Pelosi’s liberal agenda and policies, which the 

majority of Americans just simply do not endorse.  

 

MS. ERBE:  Well, if it’s about gender, Irene, then why haven’t we gotten to the 

point in American politics where gender just doesn’t matter?  



  

MS. NATIVIDAD:  Oh, excuse me.  (Laughter.)  If gender didn’t matter, we 

would have more women in Congress, more women in the Senate than what we have 

now, which is pitiful.  We’re right there in the middle in terms of comparisons with other 

countries.  Here’s the deal with Nancy Pelosi: if she becomes the speaker of the House, 

which is the number three in succession to the president, and if Hillary Clinton decides to 

run for the presidency of the United States, you would have the Democratic Party having 

as its leaders two women, and people have a hard time with that notion – a woman who 

heads up countries, let alone the U.S. Capitol. 

 

MS. CZARNECKI:  I agree and disagree with you.  I don’t think it’s because 

she’s a woman, but it is because she’s in a leadership position and this means – 

 

MS. ERBE:  Wait a minute.  You mean it’s only because – like, if she were a guy, 

she’d be getting the same thing or – 

 

MS. CZARNECKI:  Yes, she would.  I absolutely think she would.   

 

(Cross talk.) 

 

MS. ERBE:  Wait a minute. If she were a woman who didn’t call Republicans 

incompetent and if she didn’t fight back like she – what I’ve seen is a difference in the 

rhetoric and she and Harry Reid, her counter – the Democratic leader in the Senate – are 

using much stronger terms than Democratic predecessors did, so if she toned down her 

rhetoric, which really only matches the other side’s rhetoric, would she be getting it as 

badly? 

 

MS. CZARNECKI:  Yes and no, and I’m going to tell you why.  As a woman in 

politics, you’re supposed to – I mean anybody in politics, you’re going to receive a lot of 

grief from people, right, left, female, male, because everybody expects you to act 

differently.  It’s in her responses and her rebuttals.  She is a stronger person.  I think 

women in general expect her to be more conciliatory and more – I don’t want to use a 

term demure because that’s not the right word, but they don’t expect you to be as harsh in 

public because people it represents you wrong, because women are known as politicians 

– as fantastic mediators dealing with all people, forging new coalitions, and they see her 

taking a hard line just like Newt Gingrich was criticized for this and I think people don’t 

like when a woman does that.  

 

MS. LANDER:  I agree completely, but I have – 

 

MS. ERBE:  Okay.  You both agree (to ?) disagree.  (Laughter.) 

 

Is it as true for Democrat – are Democrats less or more accepting of a hard-line 

woman? 

 



MS. LANDER:  I think they’re equal.  I think men are not accepting a woman 

being as outspoken, probably more outspoken than they are.  I love Nancy Pelosi for 

speaking out.  You know, speak out.  Don’t be a wallflower.  Why in the world should 

you be backed down on what you believe?  If someone’s not going to like you, they are 

not going to like you anyway.  Speak out.  That was the problem I had with John Kerry. 

Stand up for something, please.  (Laughter.) 

 

MS. WOOD:  Amen.  You’re right about that.  No, look, I think it does have 

somewhat to do with personality, but it’s not just if you’re a woman.  That’s true of men 

and women.  But look at somebody like Margaret Thatcher.  Nobody would look at her 

and say what they say about Nancy Pelosi.  And she was a woman, but she was a – and 

she was a very strong leader.  I think it comes down in this country on this issue to 

policies.  Nancy Pelosi happens to be one of the most liberal Democrats of the U.S. 

Congress.  It doesn’t matter what – 

 

(Cross talk.) 

 

MS. ERBE:  Okay.  On the Republican side there was Elizabeth Dole, who ran for 

president.  Did she use that kind of rhetoric?  Did she get it back in return? 

 

MS. WOOD:  Well, first of all, she never made it beyond the primaries, so she 

never got to yell at the other side basically.  We might have seen different.  

 

MS. ERBE:  Yes, but Republicans – I mean, George Bush and Senator McCain 

are saying some pretty nasty things about each other during the primary season.  

 

MS. WOOD:  This is true, but I do not think it has to do with Nancy Pelosi’s tone 

and tenor.  I think it has to do with the policies and the positions that she’s staking out in 

her tone and tenor.  

 

(Cross talk.)   

 

MS. WOOD:  It’s not her level of rhetoric or debate; it’s what she’s saying. 

 

MS. NATIVIDAD:  Wait, listen.  Listen. 

 

(Cross talk.)   

             

            MS. WOOD:  It wouldn’t matter if it was a guy. 

 

MS. NATIVIDAD:  We are having an election season in which your party is 

putting out security as the number one reason for people to vote your party.  If you have a 

woman who happens to be a Democrat, who are already – how do you say this? – looked 

upon askance as not being security conscious as a party, and then you’re a woman on top 

of that – if she didn’t respond as forcefully as she has, what is her role as the minority 



leader in the House?  She has to do that.  She’s already being challenged, as it were, 

because she is a Democrat. 

  

MS. ERBE:  What about women voters?  How are they going to respond to her 

toughened rhetoric, the fact that – and she fights back, by the way.  When the 

Republicans put out that press release about her, her response was, why are they so afraid 

of  a mother of five and grandmother of five?  So she is also –  

 

MS. WOOD:  That’s a good talking point.  (Laughter.)   

 

(Cross talk.) 

 

MS. ERBE:  And maybe you can answer that question.  Voters – women voters.  

Who’s going to be attracted to her?  Is she going to attract more that she turns off, or vice 

versa? 

 

MS. WOOD:  I think there are a lot of women voters who would find her policies 

too far to the left for them, whether it be on the war, whether it be on the life issue, 

whether it be on – 

 

MS. ERBE:  But women do tend to skew 10 to 20 points to the left of men on 

things like war, being opposed to it more – 

 

MR. WOOD:  Well, not in the last election they didn’t.  But you are right, in 

general.  We’re going to see how they turn out.  But at the end of the day, I really think 

it’s not her gender; I think it’s her policy. 

 

MS. ERBE:  All right.  Point made.  From politics nationwide to kids at home. 

 

No more homework?  No more books?  Well, not quite.  But new research does 

find the amount of homework given to students these days may be more of a waste of 

time than a benefit.  This of course, is creating a stir among teachers, parents, and 

administrators.  According to Duke University professor and homework researcher Harris 

Cooper, except for basic skills in reading, elementary students don’t gain anything from 

homework.  Older students, he claims, need just an hour and a half of homework per 

night maximum in middle school, two hours a night in high school.  Perhaps the real 

problem stems from a lack of teacher training on homework.   

 

But the end of homework is not quite here.  Even if it offers little academic value, 

homework supporters say it teaches students self-discipline and study skills.  Some 

teachers admit homework is really busywork, but they give it anyway because parents ask 

for it.   

 

Are teachers giving more homework, Karen, and are they giving too much 

homework?  And if so, why? 

  



MS. CZARNECKI:  In a lot of cases the answer is yes.  There is too much 

homework because of the competitive nature of our society.  Right now you’ve got a lot 

of public charter schools, people competing to be in all these different schools, and the 

parents are saying if you want to get into that, high tech school, if you want to get into 

that science focus school, you need to do be doing more of this.   

 

I think the pressure is not necessary from the teachers as much as it is the parents.  

I think if you stay in the middle ground and you are reasonable; typically an hour for the 

sixth grade and under, and it is an hour and a half for middle school, I think you can have 

– you can balance everything: not just the homework, the workload for the kids, but also 

for the parents.  And we’ve talked about this a little bit before.  It’s not the homework; 

it’s also the projects on top of the homework that kill the families.  

 

MS. ERBE:  But my mother told me that her grandchildren, my nieces, are 

working non-stop from when they come home until 11:00 at night, sometimes crying 

under the stress.  It seems like homework is just growing and growing and growing.  Why 

is that and is that right, Irene Natividad? 

 

MS. NATIVIDAD:  It isn’t right.  I remembered when my son was in second 

grade and they were giving us – the parents – math exercises that would be timed.  And 

so he was so nervous because we would time and do this homework.  He’s in second 

grade.  And I think – 

 

MS. ERBE:  And now he’s in college.  (Laughter.) 

             

MS. NATIVIDAD:  And now he’s in college, and thank God – (unintelligible).  

(Laughter.)  But I think it does have to do with our losing sight of what is needed in order 

to get into college.  College is the American dream.   Getting all your kids through 

college has now become every family’s dream along with owning a house and owning a 

car.  And so in order to do that – and not just any college, but the best colleges – your kid 

better be the best.  But I don’t think it’s necessary to be successful in life. 

 

MS. ERBE:  But there are those who say, Genevieve Wood, that it’s not just 

getting into college, it’s also No Child Left Behind – the president’s education law – 

which mandates a whole lot more testing.  And the teachers having to teach to the test, 

teachers having to increase their kids’ scores every year by a mandated percentage are 

doling this out to kids because they – otherwise the teachers lose their jobs. 

 

MS. WOOD:  Well, I think it’s likely a perfect storm of all this things.  It’s 

parents being more demanding and the pressure to get into these schools more 

demanding.  And, yes, now schools – thank heavens – are now under some pressure to 

perform better.  Now whether or not – 

 

(Cross talk.) 

 

MS. ERBE:  But that’s my question.  On the homework front, some are too much.   



 

MS. WOOD:  Maybe it is too much in some areas.  But I think it is – what we 

ought to say is all homework is not equal.  And the problem is a lot of this homework is 

it’s busywork.  It’s having kids either do what they already know how to do; kids who 

don’t know how to do it going home and still not knowing how to do it and supposedly 

spending that evening figuring it out, as opposed to things that actually enrich them like 

more reading.  

 

MS. LANDER:  But these – well, see I was just about to say – to make the same 

point.  It’s like homework is not bad if it’s homework that actually makes sense.  To give 

someone hours and pages and pages of work that means absolutely nothing doesn’t get 

them anywhere.  It doesn’t get them into college; it’s just busywork.  Reading – students 

are not reading.  We know that for sure.  They’re not reading and that’s why they’re not 

doing better on standardized tests.  They do not know grammar and that’s why the SATs 

– they say there’s no correlation between the SATs and what they’re doing in school.  

Well, part of the SAT is judging how well you read and comprehend.  That they could 

increase – 

 

(Cross talk.) 

 

 MS. NATIVIDAD:  Well, here’s the difficulty now.  We are having homework at 

a time when there is so much on the internet, and also the videogames, so the attention 

spans have become shortened, and that doesn’t lend to learning how to read or to know 

about grammar.  So – 

 

MS. ERBE:  What about the creative thinking?  Does that limit creative thinking? 

 

MS. NATIVIDAD:  Absolutely. 

 

MS. ERBE:  And that’s why they don’t write either. 

 

MS. NATIVIDAD:  They don’t write, they can’t read, et cetera.  So I think the 

piece that really – the part that really caught me about the video piece, is that a lot of 

teachers aren’t taught how much or what homework should be about.  And that is true.  

So I think we need to go back to that part: what kind of homework do you give?  Train 

the teachers on what is appropriate within the context in which the kids live nowadays. 

 

MS. CZARNECKI:  I think the teachers that have been teaching for ten or 20 or 

30 years have gotten that through the course of their education as teachers.  It’s the young 

teachers who perhaps need a little bit more training because they’re kind of left in the 

wind there not knowing what to do.  But I think the flipside of this whole argument – you 

know, no homework, it’s really ridiculous – no, it reinforces the basic concepts as what 

they’ve learned and what they’re going to have to learn – it’s the building blocks. Every 

week of school, especially in elementary school, is a building block for the next week.  

And you don’t get to the basic concepts and practice it – we’ve always said practice 

makes perfect – 



 

(Cross talk.) 

 

MS. ERBE:  But doesn’t some of that require a reduction in standardized testing, 

which all public schools teachers say is – 

 

MS. CZARNECKI:  No. 

 

MS. ERBE:  – making kids crazy? 

 

MS. CZARNECKI :  Nobody likes tests and some people freeze up on tests, but 

the biggest challenge really is making sure that all kids are learning and that you are not 

giving inner-city kids a pass just because they are not living in the suburbs.  

 

(Cross talk.) 

 

MS. ERBE:  All right.  Behind the headlines: American families depend on a 

clean, abundant supply of water to survive.  Increasing population and development are 

putting more and more strain on the nation’s water supply; so much so that local 

governments have begun to focus on the biological health of streams.  Not just oceans 

and rivers, but yes – streams.   

 

“To the contrary” spent the day with two experts who explained to us what needs 

to be done to keep a safe water supply flowing to American families. 

 

(Begin video segment.) 

 

Stella Koch is a biologist with the Audubon Naturalist Society.  Matt Meyers is an 

ecologist with Suburban Fairfax County Virginia government, just outside Washington 

D.C.  Both are experts in streams: what makes them biologically healthy, and what kills 

them.  The biggest threat to streams in cities and suburbs across the nation is something 

called impervious surfaces – a manmade phenomenon.  These surfaces include anything 

that cannot absorb rainwater: concrete, streets, highways, and roofs, for example.   

 

Before widespread development, most storm water was absorbed into the ground 

or landed on leaves and evaporated.  But now, paved streets and roads cause storm water 

to flood streams.  One paved acre of land, for example, throws off 16 times more water 

than a one-acre meadow.  Stella Koch started our tour at the headwaters of a major 

stream in this county.  

  

STELLA KOCH:  This stream, Difficult Run, drains 60 square miles of land in 

Fairfax County, and this is the very top part of the stream.  It’s the beginning of the 14-

mile main stem stretch of this stream.  

 

MATT MEYERS:  Our streams have been under kind of an impact from the 

development since agricultural times and even Civil War times when the land was 



deforested and crops were grown here.  The streams have seen an increased amount of 

flow in sediment.  Now, with new development we have additional imperviousness that 

the rooftops, the roads – they cause additional flow into the streams.  And the quantity of 

the flow and the velocity cause stream bank erosion, put additional sediment in the 

stream, and not allow the critters to live there: the macro invertebrates, the aquatic bugs 

in the stream that the fish and everything else like to eat. 

 

MS. ERBE:  Counties are spending more time and money mapping watersheds, 

and measuring water quality, and hiring scientists such as civil engineers, hydrologists, 

and biologists, but it’s going to cost a lot more money to restore streams.  

 

Fairfax County for example, is spending $20 million per year on storm water 

management and stream restoration.  One of the best things counties can do is to leave 

healthy streams shaded and bar new development from cutting down trees that shade 

streams.  

 

MR. MEYERS:  We actually had an opportunity to save some tree buffer here, 

next to this development.  There is also storm water management ponds that help slow 

down the water before it gets to the buffer.  In this area we actually – on the far side of 

the stream, we also have an area that – for buffer restoration, where we identified areas 

that do not have enough adequate tree covers or shrub cover and we go around planting. 

 

MS. ERBE:  Another thing counties can do to make streams healthier is to 

manage storm water runoff.  This may look like a natural marsh.  It’s not.  It’s a buffer 

zone the county created to filter storm water run off and slow it down as it moves from 

one part of the stream to another.  

 

MR. MEYERS:  They do it a lot for removing things like nutrients, like 

phosphorus so we do not the algae blooms down in the rivers or in the bay.  So that’s one 

of the important functions.  Also it removes sediment and the sediment – what happens 

when it enters the stream – it buries and embeds the rocks and so the little bugs that were 

able to breathe and live in there no longer can live there, so we see a degradation of the 

biological integrity of this stream and that affects the fish and all the way up the food 

chain in the aquatic system.  

 

MS. ERBE:  Storm water management areas also slow down floods.  When heavy 

rains cause a lot of runoff to flood a stream, the storm water literally rips the stream apart, 

as Stella Koch explains happened here downstream from Difficult Run. 

 

           MS. KOCH:  So what you have here is a stream that’s got a lot more water than it 

ever had before and what you see here is the result of all of that water flying across 

pavement and parking lots and rooftops and coming in here really fast during the storms.  

And so you see this kind of cutting of banks on both sides because this stream couldn’t 

accommodate the water that it had during storm events.  And so every time now that you 

have a storm event, more sediment washes down into this stream, it will start covering up 



all these stones here, an it will start destroying habitat where little bugs live that fish and 

other things need to stay alive. 

 

And if you look back upstream there, you can see that on one side where the 

water comes down, it was eroding the banks so much that it had to put a huge amount of 

rocks there to stop the velocity of the water and to slow it down and on the other side, we 

had deposits of sediment and the slow side of that curve where every time the stream 

came down, it deposited out that sediment.  

 

MS. ERBE:  As storm water tears up the banks, it makes the trees that line the 

stream hang on for dear life.  As trees lose their root systems, they provide less and less 

shade for streams.  The hotter a stream becomes, the more it kills of its fish and insect 

populations.  Stream protection is relatively recent.  Until just a decade or so ago, streams 

were treated almost as an annoyance when they interfered with development.  They were 

channeled and moved, just like sewers, especially in areas with high concentrations of 

concrete and impervious surfaces.  

 

MS. KOCH:  This is the first time this stream actually sees what we call daylight 

because most of the stream is in pipes and so it gathers in those pipes and then it finally 

emerges at this point in time.  And if you will notice here, it’s still in concrete until it gets 

a little bit further down.  We also don’t put streams in channels where they flow straight 

like this anymore, because that’s not how streams work.  And so this stream, if you were 

going to give a health quality rating would be at the very bottom of it because there is 

going to be nothing living in there that is considered a healthy stream and there is no 

habitat here.  There is no habitat on either side.  

 

MS. ERBE:  An unhealthy stream like this one brings down a county’s average 

stream health.  

 

MR. MEYERS:  Countywide, we sampled the biological indicators that show us 

that 70 percent of the streams are in very poor to fair condition.  So it’s very similar – 

very typical of an urban area where you have pollutants as well as habitat degradation – 

poor biology overall. 

 

MS. ERBE:  And when all that water from streams, ranging from pretty healthy to 

biologically dead, arrives at the end of Difficult Run just before it dumps out into the 

Potomac River, Stella Koch explains what happens. 

 

MS. KOCH:  It’s almost 60 square miles of land where the water is running off 

roof tops and pavement and all kinds of stuff – bad or good, it ends up right here.  And 

when you look at this stream even though we’re in the middle of a very wooded area with 

Great Falls National Park right next to it, you see a really beat up stream because it’s had 

this huge volume of water coming down it.  It’s trying to accommodate for that volume.  

Trees are falling over.  Sediment is depositing itself all over.  The bottom is covered with 

sediment and it’s a really, really beat up stream. 

 



MS. ERBE:  So the water in the stream is more polluted, it’s not a good supply 

for drinking and household water, and it impacts the biological health of a whole region. 

The good news, however, is local governments can counteract pollution and 

development.  It only takes time and money.   

 

MR. MEYERS:  We’re looking to improve the water quality and the health of the 

stream so when they come to a stream valley park like this it’s a great place to be.  It’s 

not, “Oh, yuck, that’s a smelly looking stream,” but a place that they can actually enjoy 

and play around.  

 

(End of video segment.) 

 

MS. ERBE:  Crystal, do you think most American parents recognize the 

importance of stream health and might care more about the environment if they did? 

 

MS. LANDER:  I think definitely they don’t.  I think that if they knew more, they 

would be more concerned.  This is key to our environment, our community, their 

children.  This is important.  

 

MS. NATIVIDAD:  You know, until this piece, I had no idea that streams were 

the veins of our water system.  I didn’t even know that they should exist.  (Laughter.)  Or 

that they’ve been buried.  What else – 

 

MS. ERBE:  And also, another thing you should know is that experts are talking 

about the fact that water is the next oil; that we take water for granted – we take clean, 

unpolluted water for granted and it’s going away.  The bigger the population – 

 

MS. NATIVIDAD:  Yes, in this country we waste water.  I went to Las Vegas 

Labor Day weekend and there were all these fountains and things that were you know, 

evaporating water in the air because it’s in the middle of the desert, right?  But we waste 

water as Americans, and I think if people did know as much as what as we just found out 

today, we probably would save more water now. 

 

MS. CZARNECKI:  I think families are more conscious than we even realize.  If 

you have kids in the school learning about everything from, you know, habitats, which 

they’ve learned from kindergarten on – families are aware of it.  It’s a lot of the people 

that do not have families who probably take it for granted.  Unless you have a dog and 

you walk along the Vesta (ph), you know, in Arlington County right outside of 

Washington – 

 

MS. ERBE:  But then I also – I just wanted, because we are a national show – this 

is true of all counties.  The average: 70 percent in urban areas of biologically dead or 

unhealthy streams.  That’s pretty bad.  

 



MS. CZARNECKI:  But I think there is – the school systems alone have changed 

the way families think about it, and I think it’s – you probably could take that message 

beyond families into the rest of the communities. 

 

MS. WOOD:  I would say – I mean, I was watching this piece thinking, like, what 

an amazing world we live in.  But you know, even you can’t just ignore streams.  You 

know, as you said, who had any idea these little creeks had any of the influence they do?  

But I mean, you know, one part of life in nature is connected to another and you damage 

it or ignore it to our peril.   

 

(Cross talk.) 

 

MS. ERBE:  Thank you.  That’s it for this edition of “To the Contrary.”  Before 

we go, we acknowledge with great appreciation the life and work of Ann Richards, 

former governor of Texas who died this week.   

 

Next week, Christine Todd Whitman’s thoughts on the Republican Party.  And 

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) 


