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Sharyl: February 20th, 1962 astronaut John Glenn rockets away from the 
launch pad on the way to becoming the first American to orbit the earth a 
short mission to begin America's long dominance in space. Through the 
Gemini and Apollo programs, NASA astronauts took great risks expanding 
the boundaries of science. And when tragedy struck we were all reminded 
of how dangerous spaceflight can be. But for astronauts, the risks don’t 
end when they land. Many endure bone and muscle loss, they can develop 
back and eye problems when they return, and there are the long-term risks 
of being in space and exposed to ten times more radiation than what’s 
found on earth. 
 
Scott Kelly: I developed a hive like rash on every surface of my skin that 
came in contact with ordinary surfaces on Earth during normal activities 
like sitting or lying in bed. 
 
Sharyl: Scott Kelly has spent more time in space than any other American. 
His most recent mission: 340 days long… that’s five and half thousand 
orbits. All to study the effects of long-duration spaceflight on the human 
body. Last year he told Congress about the experience… 
 
Scott Kelly: When I returned after 340 days, I was surprised how differently 
I felt compared to my long duration mission of 159 days. My muscles more 
quickly stiffened and because my skin hadn’t touched anything for nearly a 
year, it was extremely sensitive and became inflamed. 
 
Sharyl: Since the start of the space program NASA has done basic health 
monitoring for returned astronauts but they’ve never provided long-term 
comprehensive care. Now, after bipartisan efforts in Congress, that’s set to 
change. Last month President Trump signed a bill directing NASA to offer 
all astronauts lifetime health monitoring and care for any spaceflight 
related conditions… 



 

 

President Trump: This bill calls for ongoing medical monitoring and 
treatment of our heroic astronauts for health conditions that result from 
their service. It’s a pretty tough job. I don’t know Ted would you like to do 
it? I don’t think I would. Marco you want to do it? I’m not sure we want to 
do it. 
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Sharyl: Meet Anna Hess and Mae Krier two original Rosie the Riveters. 
Ad: She’s making history, working for victory, Rosie the Riveter. 
 
Sharyl: What is a Rosie the Riveter? 
 
Anna Hess: Rosie the Riveter is a woman who did a man’s job during World 
War II. We filled the jobs that the young men left when they went off to war. 
 
Sharyl: Rosie the Riveter is a fictitious character in a red dot bandana from 
a World War II government campaign to recruit women into the workforce 
to replace the men who’d gone off to fight. 
 
Sharyl: The iconic character was named for the women who worked 
assembly lines, building the bombers that helped win the war. 
 
Mae Krier: I worked at Boeing in Seattle and I built the riveting on B-17s 
and the B-29s. And I worked there from like early 1943 through 45. 
 
Sharyl: The image of Rosie was popularized by a 1943 Saturday Evening 
Post Norman Rockwell cover— her name on her lunch box and a copy of 
Hitler’s autobiography Mein Kampf at her feet. 
 
Sharyl: Now, more than 70 years later, Rosie the Riveters finally received 
Congressional recognition for their patriotic contributions to the war effort 
and to American history. That’s why they’re here in Washington D.C. a 
Senate resolution officially honored them on Tuesday. It’s recognition Mae 
fought for decades. 



 

 

Krier : It’s unbelievable. We’re so proud. I’ve written so many letters. You 
can’t even imagine how many letters I’ve written in these past few years to 
our senators and our congressman. I think they’re getting tired of hearing 
from me so they figure let’s give her a day or she’s not gonna let us alone. 
 
Sharyl: All these years later, they're heroes to those who saw them on 
Capitol Hill, including a group of high school students from Sebastian, 
Florida. 
 
Sharyl: Coincidentally, their teacher Lori Infanzen recently taught the class 
about Rosie the Riveters. 
 
Lori Infanzan: Well when i taught World War II we did a big focus on the 
homefront and in that we showed them the efforts of women in factories 
doing the different jobs like riveting and other type of work that was 
essential for the war effort. 
 
Sharyl: They got a living history lesson today 
 
Infanzan: Yes they did, it’s amazing 
 
Sharyl: did it feel in retrospect empowering that you were picking up a 
man’s job and doing it. 
 
Mae Krier: No. That wasn’t the role at all. We just wanted to win the war and 
the women were amazing. I mean we didn’t say it’s not my job or your job.  
 
It was our job and we were there to win the war. Our men needed our 
equipment and that’s what we were do - we built equipment so they could 
win the war for us. It was simple as that. 
 
Sharyl: For Mae, the hard fought recognition came on her 91st birthday, 
giving more reason to celebrate. 
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James Tomsheck: It’s my understanding that there’s a clear intent to hire 
5,000 additional border patrol agents, 500 barrier agents, both of those 
within CBP, and an additional 10,000 ICE deportation agents or officers. 
 
Sharyl: Is that a positive move? 
 
James Tomsheck: I don’t think that there’s any question that there needs to 
be an increase in staffing to make the border more secure. Whatever type 
of physical barrier you place at the border, there needs to be a physical 
presence of persons to apprehend those persons that scale the fence or 
the wall, whatever barrier separates the two countries. That can only be 
accomplished with a sufficient number of agents and officers positioned at 
the border to make those apprehensions. 
 
Sharyl: What is the potential downside of doing mass hiring’s all at once? 
 
James Tomsheck: I very much hope that those going forward with the 
initiative look at what we've learned when we executed the border patrols 
search of 2006-2008. 
 
Sharyl: How many were hired in that surge? 
 
James Tomsheck: More than 10,000 in that period of time. It was done 
without many of the security protocols that are in place today. 
 
Sharyl: As we reported last year on Full Measure, the border patrol is a key 
target for Mexican drug cartels looking to infiltrate the force by getting their 
own operatives hired and or corrupting agents. The rewards of corruption 
can be enormous and it's such a concern, the FBI has about two dozen 
border corruption task forces dedicated solely to rooting out officers on 
the take. Officer Michael Gilliland was caught on FBI surveillance video 
allegedly carrying a cash payoff 
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Sal Esquivel: This is America. We have borders. We have laws. We're a 
nation of laws, so therefore we should adhere to those laws, and we should 
not ignore the laws that we don't want to adhere to. 
 
For Oregon Representative Sal Esquivel, a Republican who has served in 
the statehouse for 12 years, the Trump administration’s hard line 
immigration stance is long overdue. 
 
Sal Esquivel: the state needs to get its act together. And comply with 
federal law. 
 
As Attorney General Jeff Sessions recently made clear, federal law requires 
cities and counties to work with immigration authorities. 
 
Jeff Sessions: I strongly urge our nation’s states and cities to consider 
carefully the harm they are doing to their citizens by refusing to enforce 
our immigration laws, and to rethink these policies. 
 
Sessions is threatening to withhold federal funding unless local law 
enforcement cooperates with Immigrations and Customs Enforcement -- or 
ICE. One way: holding onto illegal immigrants who are being released from 
custody so ICE can come get them, to deport them. But Attorney General 
Sessions, and Representative Esquivel, face an uphill battle in a state like 
left-leaning Oregon. 
 
The state has a pro-sanctuary law that’s been on its book for thirty years. 
Mike Reese: The state law is a very clear guideline for local law 
enforcement and sheriff's statewide. 
 
Mike Reese is the Sheriff of the state’s largest county, Multnomah, which 
includes Portland. He says the Oregon law lays down a bright line between 
federal and local law enforcement responsibilities. 
 



 

 

Mike Reese: We can't spend county resources or personnel towards 
immigration enforcement. 
 
Lisa Fletcher: There is a, an Oregon lawmaker who is just furious about 
this. He says you’re not abiding by the law by not detaining some of these 
illegal immigrants who are held on very, fairly serious charges or who have 
committed fairly serious crimes, are a risk to the community. How do you 
respond to him? 
 
Mike Reese: Well, certainly we do hold people in our local jail facilities, uh 
who are accused of crimes in our communities, so when we have 
somebody who has committed a violent crime, and they're arrested and 
incarcerated, we're going to hold them until a judge says otherwise. 
 
Reese says the law prohibits them from holding people in jail after they’ve 
served their time, which is what ICE is asking them to do. 
 
Mike Reese: So this is Maywood Park, it’s part of the jurisdiction of the 
Sheriff’s office 
 
By not acting as immigration agents, Reese believes the community is 
better off. 
 
Mike Reese: It just simply worries me that we’ve spent so much time and 
energy building community trust and something outside of our control may 
damage that. 
 
Francisco Aguirre is Portland’s poster child for the stand-off between 
federal authorities and states’ rights. As a teenager, Aguirre fled violence in 
El Salvador, entered the U.S. illegally, got married and had three children.  
 
In 2014, he was arrested for a DUI. 
 
He avoided jail time but the episode landed him on ICE’s radar. 
Francisco Aguirre: A month later ICE knock on my door, tried to take me in 
custody. I let them know clearly that they wasn’t welcome there, and they 
must leave the property because it was private property. 



 

 

The ICE agents left, and Aguirre called members of his congregation, who 
took him to Augustana Lutheran Church, where he would spend the next 81 
days, living in sanctuary from ICE. 
 
Mark Knutson: We knew that if he was sleeping in the chancel area of a 
church, a sacred place, a sanctuary, how dare anyone come in with 
weapons to haul someone away. That would have offended this whole 
nation's ethic and morality of who we are as human beings. 
 
Reverend Mark Knutson leads the nearly 1,000 member congregation in 
northeast Portland. 
 
Mark Knutson: So, welcome tonight, this is a sanctuary, it means we are all 
safe when we are together. 
 
He says rallies, vigils and interfaith community meetings kept Aguirre’s 
case in the headlines. 
 
Lisa Fletcher: Francisco, you're here illegally, you committed a crime, a 
crime that very well could have killed somebody. Why do you deserve to 
stay in this country? 
 
Francisco Aguirre: I understand that I commit a crime by uh getting a DUI. 
But, we all, as a human being, make mistakes, and we always deserve a 
second chance. I been contributing to the economy of this country. I been 
paying my taxes, since I been living in this country. I'm willing to help my 
community whenever they need. 
 
While the country may remain divided over illegal immigration, in Portland 
this community is united. 
 
Mark Knutson: Francisco is loved in this community and his family by 
many people. This is far, far bigger than one congregation or one family. 
It's a city. It's a state, it's who we are. 
 
Sharyl Attkisson: What is the, what is the basis for your concern about 
what is really a local case? 
 



 

 

Sen. Ron Johnson: Well, it's a local case caused by federal government 
policy in terms of not enforcing immigration laws. And immigration laws 
are creating incentives for children to come in from Central America, but 
let's also take a look at the reality of this. Of unaccompanied children, two-
thirds are older than 15 years old. Two-thirds are males. Only 18 percent 
are less than 12 years old, so the unaccompanied children really aren't 
children, they're young males, some of them are young men. In this case, 
you had a 17 and 18-year-old, you know one from El Salvador, one from 
Honduras, who brutally and repeatedly raped a 14-year-old girl because 
they were in 9th grade with her. The fact is, that once you get here as an 
unaccompanied child, and that's any, I guess unless you're 18, you're a 
child, you get to stay here. You get a notice to appear, you don't even set a 
court date, those types of tragedies, that tragedy with that 14-year-old girl 
could have been prevented if we really enforced our laws and if we end 
these incentives for illegal immigration. 
 
Sharyl: The rapes at this point are just an allegation, obviously there will be 
a court process for this. 
 
Sen. Johnson: Yes. 
 
Sharyl: And one of the lawyers I believe said that his client had a 
consensual meeting in the bathroom with the young girl. 
 
Sen. Johnson: A 17-year-old, 18-year-old young man does not have 
consensual sex with a 14-year-old girl in 9th grade. I'm sorry, that is not a 
defense. 
 
Sharyl: What are some of the questions that you've posed 
 
Sen. Johnson: Well, I want the alien file, I want to find out exactly you 
know, one of them is you know, a majority age, and so we can get more 
information on that individual. I want to know exactly what ICE, what DHS, 
you know Customs and Border Protection, anybody who had contact with 
this individual, what happened? I mean how did this individual end up in 
9th grade in Rockville, Maryland, where he could perp--, perpetrate this 
brutal crime? 
 



 

 

Sharyl: In the end, if people look at this case and say, you can't punish the 
honest illegal immigrants who come here and need to be in school while 
their case is being adjudicated just because there are some bad ones. What 
would you say? 
 
Sen. Johnson: I don't want to punish, you know people who are here 
innocently, or legally. But the fact of the matter is, we have got to take a 
look at our laws that incentivize, for example, people spend a year's worth 
of their salaries in Central America and send their daughters on a very 
dangerous journey. Some of them don't get here in time. Some of them get 
caught up in human trafficking. They get sold as sex slaves. A lot of really 
bad things happen because the incentives we create in our law. So, we 
have to take a look at our law and those incentives, and our goal should be 
to stop the flow. We've just continued to have the surge.  
 
Last year was almost as high as the, as the crisis year of 2014, it just wasn't 
making headlines and so it just go un--, unnoticed, so we've become very 
good at apprehending, processing, and dispersing, and we dispersed two 
young men, 17 and 18-year-olds into Rockville, Maryland, where they 
brutally, repeatedly raped a 14-year-old girl, we need to understand that 
reality and we have to end that. I know there are crimes committed by US 
citizens and people in this country legally, but you know we can prevent 
some of these other. It's, it's small comfort to a widow or a 14-year-old girl 
to say, well other people commit crimes, too. You know we should try and 
address what we can address and we should end this you know, lax 
enforcement. And this, this administration's, is definitely committed to 
doing so. 
 
 
 
FULL MEASURE WITH SHARYL ATTKISSON 

Apr 16 
30 min. 

 
Sharyl: What's your comment on the latest that we know about possible 
viewing of information by Susan Rice under President Obama? 
 
Sen. Graham: If there were incidental contacts, not surveillance, between 
Trump officials and foreign agents or officials, did Susan Rice have access 



 

 

to that information? Did she request it be unmasked, and what did she do 
with it? I don't know if that's a crime or not, but I sure am uncomfortable 
with that. I don't know if she did it, but here's what I'm going to do. I'm 
going to ask the people who did the collection: did Susan Rice ever request 
from you the names of people on the Trump team that were caught up in 
the incidental collection, and did you provide her with any names? Then, if 
she, if she did, call her in and say, why did you do it and what did you do 
with the information? 
 
Sharyl: If this was done to President Trump and his team during the 
campaign at a time when nobody really thought he was going to win, 
doesn't that raise a question in your mind of whether it was possible it was 
done to other candidates? 
 
Sen. Graham: Yeah, here's what I don't quite understand. Why should they 
listen to a conversation between somebody running for President and a 
foreign agent unless you believe that person's committed a crime? So, if 
I'm talking to a foreign leader as a United States senator, it's one thing to 
be monitoring the person I'm talking to for intelligence gathering, it's 
another thing to listen to my conversation.  
 
There's a separation of powers issue here. As a member of the legislative 
branch of government, I don't want the executive branch of government 
collecting my conversations even if they're incidental because I don't want 
them to know what I'm talking about. This is really scary to me. I 
understand incidental collection is part of the process, but when you have 
government officials like myself, the Trump team, I think you should cut the 
machine off. 
 
Sharyl: I have a high-ranking intelligence official who worked under 
President Obama tell me that the incidental collection is used as an excuse 
that sometimes bad actors have wanted to collect intel on somebody so 
they find somebody around them as a way to collect intel on them without 
putting their name on a FISA application for example. 
 
Sen. Graham: Well that would be going around the warrant process. A FISA 
warrant allows you to follow particular people, their foreign agents. You 
can do it on an American, but you've got to go and get a warrant from a 
court. So the bottom line about incidental collection, I could see how you 



 

 

could manipulate the system. If there's any indication that people set up 
incidental collection to avoid the FISA warrant process, that would be a 
devastating story. I don't know if that exists or not, but I'd be willing to talk 
to anybody who believes it did. 
 
Sharyl: When will we see hearings on this?  
 
Sen. Graham: Hopefully in May. I'd like to call Clapper and Brennan. They 
should have awareness of what was collected. I want to talk to the people 
who collected the information and ask them a simple question: Did Susan 
Rice ever request of you or your organization the unmasking of somebody 
caught up in incidental collection, particularly a Trump person? If she did, 
then I want her to come in and say why she requested that, why, what she 
did with it. 
 
Sharyl: Susan Rice or anybody else. 
 
Sen. Graham: Or anybody else. 
 
Sharyl: That asks for that.  
 
Sen. Graham: And I can say about Susan Rice and Ben Rhodes, I have no 
idea what they did here. I'm not going to prejudge. But I do know during 
Benghazi which you're well aware of, that she started the storyline of a 
protest caused by a video. It was always a terrorist attack on day one. They 
manipulated the information, I think for political reasons. So, when it 
comes to Susan Rice and Ben Rhodes, verify, don't trust. 
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Robert Johnson: The ultimate takeaway here is that civil forfeiture allows 
the government to take people's property based on the suspicion of 
criminal wrongdoing, but without actually having to prove to a court that 
somebody did something wrong. And that takes the presumption of 
innocence and it turns it on its head. 
 



 

 

 
Sharyl: A federal law meant to help prevent money laundering and crime 
forces banks to report anyone making cash deposits greater than $10,000. 
And it's a crime for citizens to break down those deposits into smaller 
amounts simply to avoid the reporting requirements. But the Institute for 
Justice's Robert Johnson says the IRS is also seizing perfectly legal cash. 
 
Robert Johnson: The problem is that this law has been applied to all kinds 
of innocent small business owners who aren't trying to hide anything from 
the government they just happen to be depositing cash in the bank in 
amounts under ten thousand dollars. 
 
Sharyl: The Treasury Department Inspector General looked at a sampling of 
cases and found that nine out of ten times, the IRS seized money that 
Americans had obtained legally. The IG also found the government 
pursued cases based solely on patterns of cash deposits without looking 
for associated criminal activity. 
 
Robert Johnson: The IRS was basically trolling through people's bank 
statements looking for cases where they could find a pattern of under ten 
thousand dollar deposits and then when they found that pattern rather than 
going to the person and saying hey you know what's going on here is there 
some sort of explanation? Instead they would just seize the entire bank 
account and then they would hold it. You know the first time these people 
realize they're even potentially violating the law is when someone from the 
IRS shows up and tells them that they've already seized their entire bank 
account. I think what this really shows is nobody is safe from this kind of 
abuse of civil forfeiture and we all are potentially at risk for being targeted. 
 
Sharyl: The IRS has agreed to make a number of changes recommended by 
the Inspector General, including seizing people's cash only when there is 
evidence of criminal activity. 
 
Robert Johnson: In America people are supposed to be presumed 
innocent, but under civil forfeiture you're presumed guilty and then you 
have to prove your own innocence in order to get your property back. And 
that's wrong, it's un-American, it's unconstitutional and it has to end. 
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Erica Marshal: This case is United States vs. Hamza Kolsuz and the case 
involves a Turkish citizen named Mr. Kolsuz who was arrested at Dulles 
International Airport in Virginia where he was set to fly back to Istanbul.  
 
Customs and Border Patrol agents found handgun parts in his checked 
luggage. During that arrest, the customs and border patrol agents actually 
seized his cellphone and at that point, they initiated a month long forensic 
search of all the data on his cell phone and it ultimately generated a nearly 
900 page report detailing all of his text messages, his phone call logs, and 
his GPS coordinates for the past couple years. 
 
Sharyl: So what is your objection if he was trying to move gun parts in his 
luggage unlawfully, isn’t it a good thing that we caught him? 
 
Erica Marshal: Mr. Kolsuz should have definitely been arrested for trying to 
export those gun parts. The focus of Cause for Action in this case is the 
actual search of his cellphone that was performed incident to that arrest. 
 
Sharyl: What is the government’s argument for why it had a right to do 
that? 
 
Erica Marshal: Anytime you travel into the United States, the government 
has a limited right to search, for example, your luggage or your car to make 
sure you’re not bringing any contraband in like drugs. And on an outgoing 
search to make sure you’re not taking out any undeclared amounts of 
currency for example. So the government is saying that it searched the 
cellphone as part of this narrow right it has to do warrantless searches at 
the border. 
 
Sharyl: So you think the government has expanded the intended power to 
search beyond what it’s supposed to be? 
 



 

 

 
Erica Marshal: Cause of Action believes that once Mr. Kolsuz was arrested, 
he was no longer crossing the border, his cell phone was no longer 
crossing the border and at that point, this falls under the traditional 4th 
amendment rule that you need a warrant to do a search of a cell phone. 
 
Sharyl: Why should ordinary Americans care about this, ordinary 
Americans that aren’t going to be moving gun parts in their luggage and 
don’t see a problem with this? 
 
Erica Marshal: That’s a great question and the answer is very simple. Under 
current Department of Homeland Security policy, they purport to have the 
authority to stop any person, an American or a foreign traveler, who’s 
coming into the United States or leaving the United States, and gain access 
to any electronic device they are carrying including a laptop, cellphone or 
tablet or ipad that person has. 
 
Sharyl: So a traveler here going to visit family members in Europe could be 
subjected, theoretically, to having their cellphone and computer devices 
seized and searched? 
 
Erica Marshal: Yes and it’s not just theoretically. There have been so many 
news reports of late about individuals being stopped at the border, at the 
airport, the custom agents have been detaining people asking them to 
provide access by entering a PIN or code for example...at that point if the 
person doesn’t consent to the search, the customs and border patrol 
agents have essentially said they have the right to seize that device, send it 
offsite to a complete forensic search and complete imaging of all data on 
that phone or device, including information that might be available just 
through the Cloud. It’s basically violating the privacy rights of everyday 
Americans and also the specific rights that certain travelers like business 
travelers, journalists or lawyers have in protecting confidential information 
that they often carry on their laptop. 
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Sen. Graham: The Taylor Force Act is named after a young man, Taylor 
Force, who was a West Point graduate, served a tour of duty in Iraq and 
Afghanistan, got out of the Army, was in graduate school studying in Israel. 
Was at a dinner in Jaffa, Israel, walked outside, got stabbed to death by a 
Palestinian terrorist. The man who stabbed him was killed. The body was 
sent back to Ramallah in the West Bank, and he was basically given a state 
hero's funeral welcome. The family was paid a large cash sum of money by 
the Palestinian government because they killed Taylor Force. This act is 
named in his honor and it will cut off all Palestinian aid until they change 
their laws where they no longer pay their young people to kill Americans 
and Israelis. 
 
Sharyl: How do we know the Palestinian Authority paid for that martyr's 
actions? 
 
Sen. Graham: It's part of their law. They pay money to your family while 
you're in jail, your family gets free benefits, and when you get out, you get 
the pay of a military officer. If you die a martyr, like the guy who killed  
 
Taylor Force, then your family gets a lifetime payment. 
 
Sharyl: Part of the codified system of payments to suicide bombers was 
revealed in a lawsuit in the last couple of years that's been going on.  
 
Families of suicide bombers received a $5,300 payment which is worth a lot 
more there than it is here. What do you make of the idea that they actually 
have a codified system that says here's how much you get for this act? 
 
Sen. Graham: That's a great question. It's a sick society. When you pay 
your young people to commit terrorism acts they'll do it, and the family will 
make more. Your family will be better off if you go to jail in Israel as a 
terrorist than if you worked in Ramallah or the West Bank. That's a sick 
society, it's inconsistent with peace. How do you have a two-state solution 



 

 

when one of the partners, the Palestinian Authority, literally pays their 
young people to commit acts of terrorism? 
 
Sharyl: How much aid do we give to the Palestinian Authority? 
 
Sen. Graham: Between three and four hundred million. 
 
Sharyl: Every year. 
 
Sen. Graham: Every year and my beef is not with the Palestinian people. I 
think, in many ways, they're a victim of this, too. But the bottom line is, if 
you really want peace in the Mideast, you’ve got to stop this crap. The 
American taxpayer should not send money to a government that takes our 
money and other money to reward their kids for killing our kids and 
Israelis.  
 
Taylor Force was a victim of a corrupt, sick system. He was everything you 
would want an American young person to be. A military officer, a West 
Point graduate trying to better himself by studying in Israel. He’s not 
Jewish. He was killed by a terrorist and that terrorist’s family received a big 
benefit when the Palestinian govt. and I don’t want our money to go into 
that system any longer until they change their laws. 
 
Sharyl: Would it be enough for them to disavow the payment system or do 
they have to present a law that shows they no longer will pay that kind of 
money for those acts? 
 
Sen. Graham: They have to change their law. They have literally a 
schedule; the longer you're in jail, the more you get paid, it's in a schedule 
in the Palestinian Authority law books. They have a martyr section. They've 
paid millions of dollars over the last 10 or 15 years to families like the man 
who killed Taylor Force; fairly large payments in terms of what a 
Palestinian makes. I'm not going to give them any more money until they 
change their laws. 
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Scott Thuman: Another world leader, facing yet another critical test. 
German Chancellor Angela Merkel is not facing the strong populist 
challenges her European counterparts have, which kept the world carefully 
watching France’s elections. This country has largely stayed the course, 
following Merkel’s ideals of tough-fiscal love and even-tempered 
diplomacy. But there are concerns about the future, and Germany’s 
direction. And the perceived divide between Germany and the United 
States has some sounding the alarm. 
Scott: How do you see this relationship playing out between Chancellor 
Merkel, and President Trump? 
Josef Braml: It’s not a personal relationship, there are interests that are 
geometrically opposed. 
Scott: Josef Braml is a political scientist who sees the potential for a major 
shift in the US-Germany relationship. 
Braml: I wasn’t optimistic before Trump was elected and believe me, since 
he is now at the helm I’m even more worried because he will reinforce 
those currents, those factors. He has been using them to get elected, he 
will be abusing them to get re-elected. 
President Donald Trump: I believe strongly in free trade, but it also has to 
be fair trade. 
Scott: Trump has criticized long standing policies on trade by threatening 
border taxes, 
the European Union by supporting Brexit, and NATO, once questioning its 
usefulness. 
Scott: Some might argue, we’re hitting the panic button unnecessarily. He’s 
sorting out these relationships, learning how to deal with someone like 
with Chancellor Merkel, for example, aren’t we just Chicken Little saying 
the sky is falling, but it’s not? 
Braml: Donald Trump is not the major problem. What worries me are the 
currents, the forces that brought him into power. America is in trouble for 
some time, before Trump. It didn’t just fall out of the blue sky. There are 
reasons for his election. 



 

 

Scott: The relationship between Trump and Merkel got off to, by most 
accounts, a frosty start here at the White House. With the President 
publicly rebuking Germany and other NATO nations for not spending 
enough on defense. 
 
President Donald Trump: Many nations owe vast sums of money from past 
years and it is very unfair to the United States. These nations must pay 
what they owe. 
 
Scott: But to some, like Burkhard Dregger who is a member of Merkel’s 
party, getting Europe to pay more towards the common defense of NATO 
countries wouldn’t be such a bad thing. 
 
Scott: Tell me something that you already like about this Trump 
presidency? 
 
Dregger: I like his way to be open, for example with regard to defense 
policy he is clearly saying that he’s expecting more investment of Germany 
and other European countries into their defense. I absolutely agree. 
 
Scott: You like the fact that he wants more European involvement? 
 
Dregger: Yes, I think he has the power now to make us invest more and 
that we have to invest more on defense. 
 
Scott: Merkel has pushed back at Trump, suggesting their differences are 
not just about spending on defense, but development aid too, saying hers 
is a more comprehensive approach. Meanwhile, Trump has since re-
evaluated his stance on NATO. 
 
President Donald Trump: I said it was obsolete, it is no longer obsolete. 
 
Scott: Now Trump plans to attend the NATO summit in Brussels later this 
month. A smooth German-US relationship though is not just ideal, Braml 
says, it is crucial for fighting terror, pushing back against Russian 
President Vladimir Putin and stabilizing the global economy. And 
uncertainty about White House plans, has some now calling for Merkel to 
step-up into what’s often been America’s role, as the global leader. 
 



 

 

 
Braml: Merkel won’t be able to do that. It takes a super power to keep up 
the liberal world order what we can do is keep Europe together to avoid the 
worst. We have seen before, nationalism, we have seen the 20’s 30’s and 
we don’t want to go back there. 
 
Scott: Thus Dregger says the real imperative is that these two leaders, lead 
together. 
 
Dregger: It was obvious that the two of them tried to find a way of 
communication, a personal level of understanding and I think this process 
has not come to an end yet so they’re still looking for it. 
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Sharyl: They’re organizing in Berkeley, California where violent clashes 
and street brawls broke out. They’re organizing at town hall meetings held 
by members of Congress. 
 
Town Hall Meeting: Do your job. You suck. 
 
Gene Stilp: I think there’s more energy now that they realize what has 
happened in this election. 
 
Sharyl: What has happened is, after liberal donors shelled out more than 
$700 million to put Hillary Clinton in the White House, Donald Trump won. 
And that prompted… 
 
Woman: NOOOOOOOOOOOO!!!! 
 
Sharyl: …a national freak out on the left. 
 



 

 

 
Woman: NOOOOO!! 
 
Brave New Films: If you’re like me you’ve been pretty freaked out by Trump 
and his agenda. 
 
Sharyl: Since the election, hundreds of groups have formed to convert the 
disappointment and tears into something more productive: organized 
resistance. 
 
Brave New Films: You will have three simple targets: your two U.S. 
Senators and your Representative. 
 
Sharyl: Gene Stilp is Pennsylvania’s Democratic Party Congressional 
Campaign Coordinator. We caught up with him at a rally he helped organize 
in March on the steps of the state capitol. 
 
Stilp: We have basically an idiot running the government right now, or 
attempting to run the government, or he governs by Twitter. So that’s why 
my screw says screw Trump because I think he’s one of the worst 
presidents we’ve ever had. And that’s why he’s not my president, so 
therefore... but how do you stop him? 
 
Sharyl: For many, the answer lies in taking a page from the enemy… 
 
Protest: Throw the bums out. Throw the bums out. 
 
Sharyl: The conservative Tea Party movement that caught the nation by 
surprise in 2009. 
 
Protest: You work for us. You work for us. 
 
Sharyl: Tea Party advocates overran town halls, lashing out against big 
government and Obamacare. The movement was stoked by tens of millions 
of dollars from conservative and libertarian Koch Brothers groups. 
 
Protester: I have a question. You are a fraud. You’re sentencing this person 
to death. 
 



 

 

 
Sharyl: Now in 2017, a mix of new and established liberal organizations 
have partnered to use Tea Party tactics to stop the Trump agenda. 
 
Brave New Films: Once you’re part of a team, there are four simple tactics 
to engage in. 
 
Sharyl: We repeatedly asked national organizers for interviews, but they 
declined. So we sent our cameras to some field events to meet local 
organizers. 
 
Andrea Walker: I’m thinking of easy and fun ways to focus on keeping our 
country’s values and constitution intact. 
 
Sharyl: We were at the first anti-Trump meeting organized by Andrea 
Walker in Arlington, Virginia. She’s a retired federal worker and Hillary 
Clinton supporter. 
 
Walker: There’s an incredible amount of things that we can do including 
pick up marches... you get an email and it says for you just to go and you 
know, tomorrow show up here! 
 
Sharyl: In Wye Mills, Maryland, we found organized opposition at a raucous 
town hall. 
 
Rep. Andy Harris: If we have quiet and a show of respect… 
 
Protesters: Boo Hoo. You work for us. 
 
Sharyl: Afterwards, we caught up with the target: Republican Congressman 
Andy Harris. 
 
Rep. Harris: It’s just people came out and they expressed their frustrations. 
That’s part of the American system. 
 
Protester: Keep it going. 
 
Sharyl: And on the state house steps in Pennsylvania, we met organizer 
Terrell Bryant. 



 

 

 
 
Terrell Bryant: Well, this goes back to what one of the founding fathers, 
Thomas Jefferson, he wanted active citizens and this is what we’re doing, 
what Thomas Jefferson wanted to see in our Democracy. You have 
moveon.org, getting involved with the resistance hashtag and you’ve got a 
whole lot of other groups getting involved. 
 
Sharyl: Behind the resistance across the country, there are some big 
money names. For example, one sponsor of the movement is MoveOn.org. 
It’s top donors in 2016 were Facebook co-founder Dustin Moskovitz and his 
wife. They gave $2.5 million. Another top MoveOn donor is 
environmentalist and hedge fund mogul Tom Steyer who has given $160  
million to liberal causes since 2014. 
 
Sharyl: As an outsider, I see Republicans in charge of the House, the 
Senate, and the White House. And yet, I feel like Democrats are able to, 
through their organization, direct the conversation right now. 
 
Rep. Mark Meadows: Well, they are directing it, and of course that, that 
makes me a little uncomfortable here in my chair, you know, as you see 
that, because you're seeing what is actually the case. 
 
Sharyl: Republican Congressman Mark Meadows. 
 
Rep. Meadows: We're seeing at town halls across the country a real 
organized effort to not really change policy as much as it is to get videos to 
go viral. I'm very familiar with the Tea Party activists and grassroots 
activists. I would say that this is a different type of group; highly organized, 
but not as much content driven. It's really a factor of just not accepting a 
new President. 
 
Sharyl: Beyond the public town hall opposition that we see, some people 
think there's sort of a shadowy version of this opposition going on inside 
government. What's your take on that? 
 
Rep. Meadows: Well we do see some of that. I mean unfortunately we've 
seen a lot of that. They certainly have a name and they certainly have a 
face, but they do things in a way that is nameless and faceless. 



 

 

 
Sharyl: It’s referred to as the “Shadow Government” or “Deep State:” The 
notion that “influential members of government agencies or the military are 
involved in the secret manipulation or control of government policy.” It 
may sound like the stuff of conspiracies, but liberal and conservative 
analysts are among the believers. “The deep state is a very real thing—it’s 
the civil service…” writes one. “Two Cheers for the Deep State…” says 
another. “The defense establishment is part of the Deep State. So are the 
courts…the FBI and the CIA…” 
 
Sharyl: Republican Senator Ron Johnson. 
 
Sharyl: Besides these public protests with the town hall meetings, a lot of 
people think there is sort of a shadowy effort underway, as well, by 
Democrats to influencing control of government. 
 
Sen. Ron Johnson: Well I, I think they're trying to sabotage it quite 
honestly. It’s pretty obvious. 
 
Sharyl: Johnson says the Tea Party movement inspired him to run for 
office in 2010 and he isn’t dismissing the new, organized resistance. 
 
Sen. Johnson: I would say it's somewhat similar. I think there is an awful 
lot of organization in ginning up with that movement, but there's also some 
real strong firmly held beliefs on that, some real concerns. So, I mean you 
have to take all that seriously. 
 
Sharyl: There is a twist to this organizational plot. 
 
Speaker at meeting: excuse me, please sit down. 
 
Sharyl: Democrats, too, are being targeted by resistance on their own side 
who blame weak leadership for their net loss of more than a thousand state 
and federal seats in the past 8 years. Protesters interrupted this February 
forum hosting incoming Democratic party leader Tom Perez. 
Speaker at meeting: Please respect the forum and the way this night has 
been organized. 
 
 



 

 

Sharyl: In April, there were jeers from Bernie Sanders’ supporters at a 
Democratic rally in Maine. As entrenched and visible as the resistance may 
be, it’s worth noting that it doesn’t necessarily translate to results. After all, 
the Tea Party didn’t stop Obamacare or dial back big government. 
 
Sharyl: Has anything really changed since then, in terms of the big 
government? 
 
Sen. Sen Johnson: No, it's gotten worse. It's gotten worse. It just continues 
to grow. 
 
Sharyl: Still, the Democrats’ resistance vows to sustain a tireless 
campaign. 
 
Brave New Films: To make this work, we all need to be in this for the long 
haul. A real resistance movement is a marathon, not a sprint. 
 
Sharyl: They hope to stop Trump at every turn and win Congressional 
seats in the 2018 midterm elections. 
 
Walker: What I’m hoping for is then to make this as easy as possible for 
people to have a sustained protest. Let’s go on for two years, you know, 
without swooning with fatigue. 
 
Stilp: The demonstration season isn’t even in full swing yet, ok. This is 
coming up, the spring and summer. You’re gonna see people really get 
active. These guys are gonna be afraid to even cross the state line and 
come back into Pennsylvania. 
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With all the angst over supposedly biased news, there's one place 
Americans can get mountains of raw, unfiltered information about how 
government works: the cable satellite public affairs network you know it as 
C-SPAN. It's an independent, private company with no interference from 
government or sponsors because it doesn't run ads or take public money. I 
recently caught up with its founder, Brian Lamb, and asked how he 
dreamed up the novel idea for decades ago. 
 
Sharyl Attkisson: How did the idea for CSPAN come up? 
 
Brian Lamb: It really originated in my little Midwestern head because as 
someone who grew up in Lafayette, Indiana, we didn't have a lot of 
information then. It just struck me that three commercial television 
networks on 6th Avenue in New York was too much concentration for a lot 
of reasons in one place as to what the public was being able to see, and it 
really was a factor of technology that allowed us to create something called 
CSPAN. 
 
Al Gore: “Mr Speaker on this historic day the House of Representatives 
opens its proceedings for the first time to televised coverage…” 
 
Sharyl Attkisson: Were you just trying to figure out whom might like this 
idea? 
 
Brian Lamb: I approached anybody that would listen to me. Got a 
tremendous number of no’s. 
 
Sharyl Attkisson: What did you pitch sound like back then? 
 
Brian Lamb: I would say, ‘This is a new industry that's looking for 
programming and it's an opportunity to add something unique, not take 
away anything, and Washington is important to the country and the world, 



 

 

why don't we try to figure out a way to add public affairs programming to 
cable television?’ 
 
Brian Lamb: “Louisville Kentucky, Louisville Kentucky you’re on C-SPAN I 
believe…” 
 
Brian Lamb: It was entirely experimental in the beginning. It's the way I sold 
it in the first place; I said, ‘I don't know if this is going to work.’ 
 
Brian Lamb: “We’re sitting in a rather makeshift studio here off the 
ballroom floor of the National Press Club in Washington, D.C.” 
 
Brian Lamb: We started to grow and get, people got more interested in it, 
and we eventually became three networks. 
 
Ted Kennedy: Everybody up here is a president of some union. Except old 
Kennedy! 
 
Sharyl Attkisson: If someone hasn't watched CSPAN or isn't sure what it's 
about, what would you tell them it is about? 
 
Brian Lamb: I'd say you have to be interested in how the government 
spends your money. Four trillion dollars comes into this town every year 
and most people don't have time to pay attention to it, and like things in 
bursts, but if you want to know the language of government, the process of 
government, the people that you never see on television who are making a 
lot of decisions that you don't realize are being made in your behalf, you 
can come to us and see political events as they happen in their entirety. 
 
Donald Trump: “This is a repeal and replace of Obamacare, make no 
mistake about it.” 
 
Sharyl Attkisson: I hear from a lot of people today who are discouraged 
with traditional news, maybe CSPAN is really coming into its own, kind of 
ironically, decades after it started for those who want that unfiltered 
information that's so hard to find on the regular channels. 
 



 

 

Brian Lamb: I'm not sure because we're not making any attempt to 
capsulize it, or to make it easy for people that uh, our numbers are going to 
go up that high. I mean we don't know what our numbers are anyway. 
 
Sharyl Attkisson: Why don't you know the numbers? 
 
Brian Lamb: It would change the nature of this place. And our business 
model did not require numbers and our cable television executives have 
never asked me how many people watch. If you start looking at this town 
through numbers, you will not do what we do and we don't need to be 
another news network, and others don't want to do what we do because 
you can't make a lot of money at it. It's just a public service provided by 
private business. 
 
Al Gore: ‘Television will change this institution Mr. Speaker, just as it has 
changed the executive branch. But the good will far outweigh the bad.’ 
Sharyl Attkisson: When I watch CSPAN, I get the feeling that it attempts to 
be obsessively nonpartisan. 
 
Brian Lamb: Thank you for calling it nonpartisan instead of bipartisan. That 
drives me crazy because there are a lot of people in this country that don't 
fit into the Republican Party and the Democratic Party, and we've always 
considered ourselves politically uninvolved. There's never been any, any 
interference at all whatsoever from the business, and we're going to stick 
to that, so your take on what we are is accurate. We are not involved, 
nonpartisan, and want to stay as neutral as humanly possible. 
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Today -- an exclusive first look at a new report that says you can put a 
price on success when it comes to Congress. The report by Issue 
One exposes the secretive money system in which members of Congress 
"buy" top spots on the most powerful committees. To raise the money, 
they often collect from the very interests their committees are supposed to 
oversee. 
 
Nick Penniman: It's not only a powerful position, it's a perverse system. In 
fact, it's the inverse of what we all as citizens should want. 
 
Sharyl: Nick Penniman leads the group - Issue One. Its new report The 
Price of Power exposes how members of Congress serve as cash cows for 
their party’s political machinery. The best fundraisers are rewarded with 
powerful positions that decide the laws affecting all of us. Insiders report 
both parties have similar systems of “dues” that members have to pay 
every two years by raising money directly for the party. That’s called 
“dialing for dollars;” and by giving some of their campaign funds to the 
party and to colleagues facing tough races. How much they raise 
determines who gets ahead. 
 
Penniman: What we should want is that people rise in stature because of 
merit, not because of money. And right now, it's money over merit. 
 
Sharyl: As an example, ordinary Republicans have six-figure party “dues.” 
But it takes more to make the ranks of leadership. 
 
Sharyl: How much does a committee chairmanship cost? 
 
Penniman: So, if you want to be the chairman of a major committee in 
Congress, and you're Republican, you've got to deliver 1.2 million to the 
Republican National Congressional Committee. Democrats, it's about the 
same thing. 
 

https://www.issueone.org/
https://www.issueone.org/


 

 

Sharyl: It's almost like paying for the privilege of obtaining a certain 
position. 
 
Penniman: It is borderline extortion. 
 
Sharyl: It’s a far cry from bygone days. In the 1960s a mere $100 donation 
could get you not only dinner with congressional candidate Shirley Temple, 
but also host Bing Crosby. Today, besides the $1.2 million required of “A” 
committee chairmen, Republicans who chair secondary “B” committees 
are expected to raise $875,000 in dues. The top Republican in the House, as 
Speaker, has to raise $20 million dollars. The number two, Majority Leader 
$10 million. Such details, held tightly to the vest for years, come from some 
of the 180 former public officials who belong to “Issue One’s” bipartisan 
“ReFormers Caucus” and say they’re sick of money’s influence in politics. 
 
Sharyl: Former Congresswoman Connie Morella. 
 
Connie Morella: I think we have reached crisis proportions when it comes 
to money. A member of Congress devotes almost one-third of every day to 
raising money. 
 
Sharyl: Former Senate Majority leader Tom Daschle. 
 
Tom Daschle: People leave on Thursday. They come back on Tuesday and 
try to govern on Wednesday these days and you can’t run a country this 
complicated with the challenges we face and spend so little time doing so. 
 
Sharyl: Former Labor Secretary Bill Brock. 
 
Bill Brock: If you tell me the problem of money in politics, the distortions 
that it creates is just gonna keep getting worse, shoot me. Shoot me. 
 
Zach Wamp: It's a flawed system and it's like a nuclear arms race. The 
Democrats do more of it because the Republicans do more of it. 
 
Sharyl: Tennessee Republican Zach Wamp co-chairs the ReFormer’s 
Caucus. He was in Congress from 1995 to 2011. 
 



 

 

Sharyl: How are the members told how much money that they ought to 
raise? 
 
Wamp: So, the committees, usually in the spring, and they just did this a 
month ago. They come out with a quota and it basically says that if you're a 
chairman of a regular committee, it's X dollars, and if you're a chairman of 
an A committee, an exclusive committee, it's even higher. If there's enough 
money in your campaign account, you can just cut a check, or, if you don't 
have enough money, you have to go over in what's called 'dialing for 
dollars'. You sit in a little booth, they give you a list, you call people that 
you don't know who don't want you to call them, by the way, and you ask 
them for money, you tell them we have this spring event coming up, and 
maybe President Trump is going to be there, and will you please dedicate 
10 or 25 thousand dollars or 50,000 dollars to this dinner and they keep a 
total of it, and you see people advance to committee chairmanships and 
into leadership, based on how much time they spend during the work day, 
taxpayer expense, making calls, shaking down the special interests. 
 
Sharyl: With all that pressure to raise money, sometimes these committee 
members are raising it from the interest they're supposed to regulate, true? 
 
Wamp: Well, not only do they, they actually intentionally give you those 
lists of people that have something to do with your committees, because 
they know that they're the ones that are most likely to say yes. 
 
Sharyl: Doesn't that pervert the system by which the members of these 
committees become beholden to the very people that they're supposed to 
regulate or oversee? 
 
Wamp: Of course, yes. 
 
Sharyl: For example, the House Financial Services Committee oversees 
matters involving everything from Wall Street and insurance to the stock 
exchanges. 
 
Penniman: The big joke in Washington is that the financial services 
committee is called the cash committee. Not because it deals with finances, 
but because just being on it allows you to raise so much money from bank 
lobbyists and bankers that it's like an ATM machine. The cash just pours in. 



 

 

 
Sharyl: On the heels of the mortgage crisis, as the financial services 
committee considered new regulations on banking and real estate, money 
poured in from those industries. From 2009 to 2016, the Republican 
chairman of the committee, Jeb Hensarling, raised $10.1 million, half of it 
from finance, insurance and real estate interests. He transferred $8.6 
million of it to the National Republican Campaign Committee and other 
House Republicans. The committee’s lead Democrat, Maxine Waters, raised 
$3.7 million, one-quarter of it from finance, insurance and real estate 
donors. She transferred about $798,000 of that to the Democratic 
Congressional Campaign Committee and other House Democrats. 
Hensarling and Waters didn’t respond to our requests for comment. 
 
Sharyl: If there are members on the Financial Services Committee and 
they're having to raise that much money, and they're taking it from the 
banks they regulate, who's going to have the leg up when it comes to the 
kinds of laws that they support? 
 
Penniman: The kind of sad joke in Washington is you "lean towards the 
green". And when you're on the Financial Services Committee, let's say, 
and most of your money or a big chunk of your money's coming from bank 
lobbyists that you’re supposed to be regulating, unfortunately you’re 
probably going to lean more towards what they want. 
 
Sharyl: The Democratic Congressional Campaign Committee and National 
Republican Campaign Committee didn’t respond to our repeated requests 
for interviews and comment. 
 
Wamp: The system is so bad that the members hate it. Members of 
Congress hate to do it. The people they're calling hate to be called. 
 
Sharyl: What happens if they buck it? If someone says, I'm not going to 
raise this money? 
 
Wamp: You won't advance and they'll put their thumb down on you, they 
even ridicule you publicly at the meetings; this person is not making the 
calls. They're not raising the money. 
 
 



 

 

 
Sharyl: So, while they might rather be taking care of the people’s business, 
many spend countless hours catering to the interests that will help them 
pay their party dues. 
 
Wamp: And I hate to use this word, but it makes prostitutes out of our 
elected officials. When the leadership says, if you want to advance, you 
have to demean yourself and go over there at taxpayer time and make 
phone calls to people that don't even want to talk to you, asking them for 
money for your party so that you can somehow advance the cause of good 
government. 
 
It really needs to change and it's going to take the country, because I can 
tell you, they're not going to change it because they're stuck in the system 
and they're proliferating against each other, the two parties. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 

 

FULL MEASURE WITH SHARYL ATTKISSON 
May 28 
30 min. 

 
The Islamic terrorist attack this week in Manchester has raised the ongoing 
concern about terrorists living, and plotting, in our very midst. In Britain, 
France, Belgium and the United States after each attack the question is 
when and how did the attackers become radicalized. Last year Scott 
Thuman travelled to Birmingham, England, a similar working class city 
where one man not only saw the terrorist threat but decided to do 
something about it. 
 
Chief Constable Ian Hopkins: I can confirm that the man suspected of 
carrying out last night’s atrocity is 22-year-old Salman Abedi. 
 
Scott: Abedi grew up in a suburb of Manchester, a working class city where 
neighborhoods can be segregated and young, unemployed men 
congregate. Not unlike an area of Birmingham, where we visited last year. 
 
Jahan Mahmood: This area right here. That’s where I used to run a soccer 
club. 
 
Scott: Follow Jahan Mahmood long enough and you are bound to find 
yourself in what over the years, has been a breeding ground of aspiring 
terrorists. 
 
Jahan Mahmood: The population here is predominantly Muslim, more than 
80 percent, they tend to come from areas of Pakistan and Kashmir. 
 
Scott: On this day, he takes us through Birmingham, a couple hours hour 
north of London, and where the former military history professor does 
most of his work trying to ‘de-radicalize’ young men. 
Jahan Mahmood: I mean in this area alone, this area at one point had the 
largest number of terror convictions in the country. 
 
Scott: Your whole goal, is to stop them from getting to the point that they 
actually go overseas? 
Jahan Mahmood: Absolutely. 
 



 

 

Scott: You feel you’re being successful? 
 
Jahan Mahmood: Well, the people I do know of who I’ve stopped is about 7. 
 
Scott: Like this 26-year old, who to protect his identity, we’re calling 
‘Cameron’. 
 
Cameron: Basically when it all kicked off after September 11th, 
 
Scott: And you wanted to get to the battlefield? 
 
Cameron: Wanted to get to the battlefield. That was the main aim. 
 
Scott: To fight back--to kill British, to kill Americans? 
 
Cameron: Of course, yeah, if that’s what it would have taken, yeah. 
 
Scott: That’s what Jahan is trying to temper. He says in this area where 
signs are often in Urdu, and Arabic voices dominate the soccer fields, 
roughly 40 percent of those living here are under 18. They are 
impressionable, easy targets for ISIS recruiters. He recalls one instance 
involving a handful of teens. 
 
Jahan Mahmood: He was watching he had actually on his phone he had 
downloaded the beheading of Ken Bigley, who was a British contractor in 
Iraq, and I was shocked to see these young men a number of them huddled 
around watching and laughing 
 
Scott: The Guardian newspaper claims 800 Britons left the country last 
summer alone to fight with the terror group and just a week after our visit, 4 
more alleged terrorists were arrested, two in this neighborhood. 
 
Scott: Who did you want to fight with? 
Cameron: It was obviously against the West. You know, because we felt 
like they were destroying people’s lives. 
 
Scott: You were angry against America? 
 
Cameron: Yeah, obviously and the U.K. as well. 



 

 

 
Scott: Do you hear a lot of that, do you hear a lot of that anti-American 
sentiment? 
 
Jahan Mahmood: I hear it a lot. I mean I have to be honest with you, is that I 
hear a lot of it, absolutely, and it’s all based on conflicts in Afghanistan, 
Iraq and Syria. 
 
Scott: To counter tha, through meetings sometimes organized at a local 
mosque, or at this old pool hall, Jahan shows them sobering graphic 
pictures of jihadists killed in battle. An example of what might come of 
them. And he points out, that the terrorists often kill innocent Muslims. 
 
Scott: That was a bit of a turning point for you when you realized that 
Muslims were also a target of the terrorists? 
 
Cameron: Yeah, definitely. It did make me think like whoa, why would I go 
out there? It would be stupid of me to go out there. 
 
Scott: Jahan says winning over even one potential jihadist can have an 
incalculable effect. 
 
Jahan Mahmood: Here’s a conversation I remember. Here’s your car keys. 
Would you really hand them over to a local person? Would you really do 
that. And yet, you’re handing your life over to someone on the internet that 
you’ve never met before. Why would you do that? 
 
Scott: But there’s no perfect formula for ‘deradicalizing’ and Jahan could 
use all the allies he can get. Imams, he says, are often falling short. 
 
Jahan Mahmood: I do feel that religious leaders have failed in their 
religious duty to try and make their communities safer and they’ve not 
been able to engage, properly. 
 
Scott: It is gaining the upper hand, controlling the message, that will be 
essential to turning the tide of radicalization. In Britain, in Europe and in 
the United States. The wins will be measured by individuals like Cameron. 
He’s now 26, with a job, a wife, a child and a future. One he was on the 
brink of gambling away. 



 

 

Scott: You look back now and you think that you would have just been a 
number? 
 
Cameron: Yeah definitely. I would have been a number and I would have 
been deleted at any time. 
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President Trump's "America First" promise in his campaign is coming in 
second to the geopolitics of the real world. Tough talk on trade with China 
hit a wall when it came up against the prospects of a nuclear-armed 
aggressor. We recently spoke with Peter Morici, who was Chief Economist 
at the U.S. International Trade Commission and is now a professor at the 
University of Maryland. 
 
Sharyl: What was President Trump's campaign stance on working with 
China and his vision of what we ought to do versus what you see 
happening now? 
 
Peter Morici: President Trump promised a very hard line with China. 
There's a big trade surplus with the United States. 300 billion a year, at 
least. At least 200 million American jobs. Since then, he has backed down. 
What happened was he basically got focused on North Korea, and he 
swapped North Korea for trade when he didn't need to. 
 
Sharyl: Why do you say he didn't need to? 
 
Morici: China is going to do what it needs to do out with regard to North 
Korea out of its own national security interests. To the extent that North 
Korea is a threat, it will take what steps are necessary. Trump did enough 
by threatening to act unilaterally if other countries in the area did not assist 
him to get China to act. He didn't have to throw in trade as well, because 



 

 

the last thing the Chinese wants is the Americans going into North Korea 
even if it's just bombing and so forth, because they are quite concerned 
about millions of North Koreans fleeing across the border into China. They 
want stability in the region, this would upset the equilibrium and so forth. 
 
Sharyl: Former Treasury Secretary Henry Paulson praised China for quote 
"stepping up to keep globalization going forward" what do you think about 
that? 
 
Morici: I think Secretary Paulson is wrong. He's behaving like a typical New 
York investment banker, in that he sees opportunities to make loans and 
finance the Silk Road and all the rest. 
 
Sharyl: The Silk Road refers to a plan China called "One Belt, One Road" 
the country's vast investment in shipping and transport to develop both a 
trade route and markets reaching from Malaysia to Europe. 
 
Sharyl: China seems to really be emerging as the global leader in many 
ways. There's a recent meeting attended by the Philippines, Russia, Turkey, 
Indonesia, Greece, Hungary, Chile, Argentina, many of them are getting 
billions in infrastructure investment from china. What does this say to you? 
 
Morici: Well, the Chinese have effectively used the money they have earned 
on trade, to do two things, one is to build up their next level of industries, 
they are moving what into what they call indigenous technologies, namely 
going after our high tech sector. They're not just going to assemble our cell 
phones anymore. They are going to design the next generation of 
consumer products and sell them here. Then where is Microsoft? And they 
are turning it into a great foreign policy initiative. Eurasia really does need 
a modernization of its east west infrastructure; building better ports, air 
facilities, railroads and so forth. And China is in position to finance that. 
This is the largest capital project since the Marshall Plan. 
 
Sharyl: The Marshall plan was the US initiative to help pay and to rebuild 
Europe after World War 2, named for Secretary of State George Marshall. 
Sharyl: If we were to go in the direction of "America First", would that 
cause the United States to really lose global market opportunities and fall 
behind? 
 



 

 

 
Morici: If you are going to hardball people and bully smaller rivals and so 
forth I think it really weakens American leadership. The only way you can 
fix the trouble spots in the world is if you have the support of your allies. 
 
Sharyl: What do you think changes because President Trump did not follow 
through on his promises the way he stated them? 
 
Morici: What sadly doesn't change is not a lot changes. We will continue to 
have a large trade deficit. When it comes down to it, Donald Trump didn't 
stand up to China. He let down those workers that voted for him, and I think 
he's going to be a one term president because of it. And if he is, I think he 
is getting everything he deserves; this was his signature issue and he 
really shouldn't have backed away from it. 
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Space might be the great uniter. The only thing Republicans and 
Democrats agree on. The current budget pledges $19.6 billion to NASA, 
and a promise to put manned flights back on the agenda. 
 
Lisa Fletcher: How likely is it that we're gonna get to Mars? 
 
John Grant: We’re going to get to Mars. I think it's really a matter of having 
the right tools to carry humans, and the desire to back that up. 
 
Lisa Fletcher: John Grant is one of the foremost experts on Mars. A 
geologist by training, Grant is one of the operators of the two rovers 
currently on the Red Planet: “Opportunity,” which landed in 2004 and  
“Curiosity,” there since 2012. 
 
Lisa Fletcher: Where are we today, when it comes to space exploration? 
 



 

 

 
John Grant: We're really on I think the threshold of understanding whether 
or not there's life anywhere in our solar system besides here on the Earth. 
 
Lisa Fletcher: It’s that desire to, yes, go boldly where no man has gone 
before, that fueled the space aspirations of the nation in 1961, when 
President John F Kennedy told America it would lead in the world by 
leading in space. 
 
John F Kennedy: I believe that this nation should commit itself to achieving 
the goal, before this decade is out, of landing a man on the moon and 
returning him safely to the Earth. 
 
Donald Trump: It’s been a long time since a bill like this has been signed. 
Reaffirming our commitment to the core mission of NASA. 
 
Lisa Fletcher: More than half a century later, President Trump has set his 
sights on Mars, as he made clear on a recent call with two American 
astronauts at the International Space Station. 
 
Donald Trump: Mars, what do you see a timing for, actually sending 
Humans to Mars 
 
Peggy Whitson: As your bill laid out, it’ll be sometime in the 2030s 
 
Donald Trump: Well we want to try to do it during my first term, or at worst 
during my second term so we’ll have to speed that up a little bit, OK? 
 
Peggy Whitson: We’ll do our best. 
 
Lisa Fletcher: Scientists say realistically, 2033 is the target date for a 
human mission to Mars. 
 
Lisa Fletcher: Let's say we dedicated all of the resources necessary to put 
a human on Mars in 
the next ten years. What do we get out of that? 
 
John Grant: Well, I think you get something very fundamental about 
humans leaving the home planet. Here, we're no longer bound to one single 



 

 

planet around a star. We're starting to kinda branch out and explore-- and 
become-- an interplanetary species. I think that in 
and of itself says something about humans sort of making a step beyond-- 
where we are right now. 
 
Lisa Fletcher: But as NASA certifies new space vehicles, and manned 
flights to the moon and Mars are being planned, the Challenger and 
Columbia tragedies still loom large. Those catastrophic events drove NASA 
to set a new safety benchmark, of roughly one fatal accident per 700 
flights. But the rush back to space may take on higher risk. A report in the 
Wall Street Journal states NASA has offered ‘design guidance’ to the 
private companies designing the capsule to carry astronauts back to the 
moon, that the risk of fatality should be no more than one in 240 flights. 
The reality is that manned flight is dangerous. For American astronauts the 
risk of a catastrophic failure is still one in nine. 
 
Lisa Fletcher: So obviously the idea of space travel captures the American 
imagination. It's a part of our identity, but it also costs billions of dollars. Is 
that something that U.S can afford? 
 
John Grant: I think everybody has to answer that question themselves. It's 
something that has moved our culture forward for many, many years. 
 
Lisa Fletcher: But the years between now and astronauts on Mars is now 
set. Congress directed NASA to get humans near or on the surface in the 
2030s. 
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The Defense Advanced Research Projects Agency, or DARPA for short, is a 
brain trust within the Pentagon that has conceived of and funded some of 
the biggest military and technological advances of our time. Scott Thuman 
sat down with author Sharon Weinberger who’s just published a history of 
DARPA. Her book pulls the curtain back on some of the most 
consequential, and hare-brained, ideas to come out of this little - known 
agency. And raises the question of where its futures lies. 
 
Newscast: “Today a new moon is in the sky, a 23 inch metal sphere placed 
in orbit by a Russian rocket…” 
 
Scott Thuman: DARPA was created in 1958 after the launch of Sputnik, the 
Soviet Union’s satellite that stunned Americans and created the perception 
that our national security was at risk. 
 
Scott Thuman: It sounds like this is an agency that was built essentially out 
of panic. 
 
Sharon Weinberger: Oh absolutely. Sputnik to take us back in time was 
sort of the 9/11 moment of the time. So if Sputnik was a technological 
surprise that the Soviets could launch a rocket, then DARPA was supposed 
to stay ahead of other sort of surprises that could come from the Soviet 
Union. But once the Soviet Union was gone, DARPA was sort of left to re 
imagine its mission. 
 
Scott Thuman: DARPA’s mission is to work on breakthrough technologies 
for national security. The agency only employs 240 people, but has a 
budget of nearly $3 billion. 
 
Scott Thuman: You wrote that the agency has changed the nature of 
warfare. How would you say that? 
 
Sharon Weinberger: Well, if you look at the way we fight our wars today, 
things like networked computers, everything from mission planning to 
targeting, if you look at precision weapons, drones, stealth aircraft if you 



 

 

think about the stealth helicopters that were used on the Abbottabad 
mission that killed Bin Laden, the stealth work came directly out of DARPA. 
 
Scott Thuman: So let’s talk about some of the biggest successes in your 
eyes, what were they? 
 
Sharon Weinberger: Undoubtedly Arpanet which became the Internet was 
the biggest success, the stealth aircraft was technologically successful, 
the development of drones were successful. Right now, we are finally 
seeing autonomous cars, self driving cars come into fruition which came 
directly out of a DARPA contest starting in 2004. 
Scott Thuman: Talk to me about some of the strangest things that DARPA 
has put out there. 
 
Sharon Weinberger: If you go back in history, one of the projects that I had 
written about in the past was about this project to develop a nuclear hand 
grenade called a Hafnium bomb. There have been other wacky projects. 
One was a mechanical elephant that would walk through the jungles of 
Vietnam. DARPA has an endless list of wacky projects. 
Scott Thuman: Is Darpa saving enough lives to justify the work, to justify 
the funding? 
 
Sharon Weinberger: That’s an interesting question, right now DARPA is 
looked at as this wonderful, cool, science fiction agency. On the flip side, 
the critique is that it’s not really working on national level problems like it 
once did in areas like nuclear weapons, missile defense, the space race. 
 
Scott Thuman: You wrote that the dilemma now is finding a new mission 
worthy of its past accomplishments. 
 
Sharon Weinberger: If you’ve been looking at wars we’ve been fighting for 
the past 16 years in Iraq, Afghanistan and elsewhere, if you look at the 
conflict with the Islamic State, the question I always ask is, “What is 
DARPA doing in this area?” How is it thinking about those national level 
problems, those strategic threats. I don’t see that as much coming out of 
DARPA. I see more them working on a lower technology level. Maybe not 
gadgets, but sort of weapons for weapons sake. They’re not thinking of 
how this changes the calculus of national security. 
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During this year's International Women's Day, millions of women stepped 
off their jobs for "A Day Without Women." A few decades ago.. Women 
stepped -in- to the workplace to fill a critical need during World War Two. In 
1943. 310,000 women made up 65-percent of the workforce building aircraft 
for the war. They became known as Rosie the Riveters. And recently, I met 
some originals on Capitol Hill. 
 
Sharyl: Meet Anna Hess and Mae Kriertwo original Rosie the Riveters. 
 
Ad: She's making history, working for victory, Rosie the Riveter. 
 
Sharyl: What is a Rosie the Riveter? 
 
Anna Hess: Rosie the Riveter is a woman who did a man's job during World 
War II. We filled the jobs that the young men left when they went off to war. 
 
Sharyl: Rosie the Riveter is a fictitious character in a red dot bandana from 
a World War II government campaign to recruit women into the workforce 
to replace the men who'd gone off to fight. 
 
Sharyl: The iconic character was named for the women who worked 
assembly lines, building the bombers that helped win the war. 
 
Mae KrierI: I worked at Boeing in Seattle and I built the riveting on B-17s 
and the B-29s. And I worked there from like early 1943 through 45. 
 
Sharyl: The image of Rosie was popularized by a 1943 Saturday Evening 
Post Norman Rockwell cover her name on her lunch box and a copy of 
Hitler's autobiography Mein Kampf at her feet. 
Sharyl: Now, more than 70 years later, Rosie the Riveters finally received 
Congressional recognition for their patriotic contributions to the war effort 
and to American history. 
 



 

 

Krier: It's unbelievable. We're so proud. I've written so many letters. You 
can't even imagine how many letters I've written in these past few years to 
our senators and our congressman. I think they're getting tired of hearing 
from me so they figure let's give her a day or she's not gonna let us alone. 
 
Sharyl: All these years later, they're heroes to those who saw them on 
Capitol Hill, including a group of high school students from Sebastian, 
Florida. 
 
Sharyl: Did it feel, in retrospect, empowering that you were picking up a 
man's job and doing it? 
 
Krier: No. That wasn't the role at all. We just wanted to win the war and the 
women were amazing. I mean we didn't say it's not my job or your job. It 
was our job and we were there to win the war. Our men needed our 
equipment and that's what we were do - we built equipment so they could 
win the war for us. It was simple as that. 
 
Sharyl: For Mae, the hard fought recognition came on her 91st birthday, 
giving more reason to celebrate. 
 
The Rosie the Riveters are continuing their fight for recognition not just the 
one day but a Rosie the Riveter day each year. 
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Just a couple of months ago, we profiled Congressman Jason Chaffetz, the 
Republican chairman of the powerful House Oversight Committee which 
was poised to dig deep on wide-ranging investigations into government 
mischief, waste, fraud and abuse. A few weeks later, Chaffetz abruptly 
resigned from Congress. We asked the Oversight Man what changed his 
mind about being a lead watchdog with not only a GOP majority in 
Congress, but also a Republican in the White House. He told me it’s more a 
matter of what hasn’t changed. We started the interview with me asking 
how he told party leaders he was quitting. 
 
Jason Chaffetz: I called Speaker Ryan first, and when I talked to him, he 
wanted to try to talk me out of it, and I interrupted him and I said, "Paul, I'm 
not asking for permission, I'm telling you that Jason and Julie Chaffetz 
made this decision." I didn't, I don't report to him. I didn't get hired by him. I 
got hired by the people in Utah so it was- 
 
Sharyl: Did he treat you a little bit like you worked for him? 
 
Jason Chaffetz: Well, he was just ‘please on this, let's talk about it, let's get 
together,’ and I said, ‘look we've already decided.’ It's just, it just wasn't 
really his decision and I didn't need his input, quite frankly. I am tenacious 
and passionate about serving this country. 
 
Sharyl: After eight and a half years on an upward trajectory in Washington 
DC, Congressman Jason Chaffetz of Utah has suddenly and quite 
unexpectedly, pulled himself out of the game. Some people might think this 
is a great time to be a Republican Chairman of an important committee 
because Republicans control the House, they're the majority in the Senate, 
and they hold the President's office. That means, you would think, that 
federal agencies can't stonewall investigations of spending, waste, fraud, 
and abuse. 
 
Jason Chaffetz: The reality is, sadly, I don't see much difference between 
the cutting to photo of their middle with no heads is a little disconcerting 



 

 

can you pick a different sort of move? Trump administration and the 
Obama administration. I thought there would be this, these floodgates 
would open up with all the documents we wanted from the Department of 
State, the Department of Justice, the Pentagon. In many ways, it's almost 
worse because we're getting nothing, and that's terribly frustrating and 
with all due respect, the Attorney General has not changed at all. I find him 
to be worse than what I saw with Loretta Lynch in terms of releasing 
documents and making things available. I just, that's my experience, and 
that's not what I expected. 
 
Sharyl: What were some of the investigations that this committee was 
stalled on that you hoped could be picked up now, that's not been able to 
happen in terms of documents not provided by federal agencies? 
 
Jason Chaffetz: We have everything from the Hillary Clinton email 
investigation, which is really one of the critical things. There was the 
investigation into the IRS. And one that was more than 7 years old is Fast 
and Furious. I mean, we have been in court trying to pry those documents 
out of the Department of Justice and still to this day, they will not give us 
those documents. And at the State Department, nothing. Stone cold 
silence. 
 
Sharyl: To what do you attribute that? 
 
Jason Chaffetz: I think if we went to the senior most people, even the 
President himself, they would be pulling their hair out and they would hate 
to hear that but within the bowels of the organization, they just seem to 
circle the wagons and think, "Oh we can just wait you out. We can just wait 
you out." 
 
Sharyl: Well they, they do. 
 
Jason Chaffetz: They do. 
 
Sharyl: Republicans were very upset in the last few years over the IRS 
Commissioner, John Koskinen, who they said allowed destruction of 
documents and investigations and other things. This committee, I believe, 
even called for him to be impeached. He's still IRS Commissioner even 



 

 

though Republicans are now in charge of pretty much everything. Why is 
that? 
 
Jason Chaffetz: Now look, you have more than 50 Republicans pleading 
with President Trump to release him, um, to let him go, fire him. Uh, or at 
least encourage him to retire. No, he's still there. No changes. Nobody was 
fired. Nobody was prosecuted. Nobody was held accountable. We tried to 
issue subpoenas, we tried to hold people in contempt and the Obama 
Administration said, no, and the Trump Administration came in and did 
zero. Nothing. Nothing changed. 
 
Sharyl: Do Republican leaders have an appetite to do the kind of oversight 
that needs to be done? 
 
Jason Chaffetz: No, no. No, I mean the reality is, there aren't very many 
people that want to play offense. There aren't many people who say, look, 
we have a duty and an obligation to fulfill the oversight responsibility that 
was put in place at the very founding of our country. 
 
Sharyl: Just the way you describe it, it's troubling. Is Congress broken? 
 
Jason Chaffetz: Congress doesn't stand up for itself. I think it's, it's really 
lost its way. They say, oh, we'll use the power of the purse. That doesn't 
work. First of all, they never do cut funding. Even getting people to come 
up and testify before Congress, the Obama Administration at the end of 
their term, they got so brazen they stopped sending people up. They just 
didn't care. And, and there was no way to enforce that, and until that 
changes, uh the legislative branch is going to get weaker and weaker. 
 
Sharyl: On Full Measure, we recently exposed the little-known party system 
on Capitol Hill where Democrats and Republicans are pressed to fund raise 
for their respective parties to pay six and seven figure dues, often soliciting 
donations on public time from the very special interests they’re supposed 
to regulate. 
 
Sharyl: Does this mean immediately you have to stop trying to raise 
money? 
 
Jason Chaffetz: Oh, I love that part of it. 



 

 

 
Sharyl: Party dues, campaign funds? 
 
Jason Chaffetz: Look, as a position, as a chairman of a, of a committee, 
plus what I have to do with my own campaign, I have to raise about a 
million dollars a year, maximum individual contribution is 2700 dollars. 
 
Sharyl: That's a lot of phone calls. 
 
Jason Chaffetz: That's a lot of phone calls, and a lot of travel, you're putting 
in literally 16 hour days, and then it's the weekend, and guess what you've 
got to do. Get on a plane and fly to North Carolina or Texas or California or 
New York, and go raise and beg for money, and that consumes the 
weekend, and the next thing you know, you've got to be back. As a 
chairman, I've got to be back Sunday night and then you've been at home 
for maybe 5 or 6 hours. 
 
Sharyl: Most people probably don't know that you never bought or rented 
an apartment here. 
 
Jason Chaffetz: No. No. 
 
Sharyl: So, you sleep on a cot in your office. 
 
Jason Chaffetz: No, I really do, and I do that to save money for our family. 
Look, we get paid a very handsome salary, but it's not nearly enough to 
have a place in Utah and then in Washington, DC, one of the most 
expensive cities in the world. It's just, I can't do both. 
 
Jason Chaffetz: I move these out, I spread these out like this, and then in 
here I have my cot. So I have the cot. I literally just like, I roll it out like this, 
and like this, and then I throw the mattresses on the top. I can watch a CD 
while I fall asleep at night. 
 
Sharyl: Oh yeah flat screen 
 
Jason Chaffetz: But it’s not the most comfortable. I got this at Walmart. It’s 
more like a fake plastic. It’s not, if you see, it’s not really flat but that’s what 
you get for 50 bucks. 



 

 

 
Sharyl: Very good. 
 
Jason Chaffetz: And then, this is what I usually eat for breakfast that, and 
then. There’s not much in the fridge but water, almonds. 
 
Sharyl: Popcorn! 
 
Jason Chaffetz: Water, popcorn and almonds, that’s all you really need. 
 
Jason Chaffetz: I'm looking at the next year and a half thinking, I'm going to 
spend 2 to 300 nights away from my wife where we, we've been married 26 
years. I loved the work but I, I truly just honestly happen to love my, my 
wife and kids more. 
 
Sharyl: You're painting a pretty bleak picture. 
 
Jason Chaffetz: Yeah. 
 
Sharyl: It starts to look like maybe that weighed in somewhat on your 
decision to leave. 
 
Jason Chaffetz: Look, first and foremost, it really is a family decision. I, I 
loved being engaged in the fight, but yeah there, there does, after 9, you 
know, 8½, 9 years, get to be a, a degree of frustration that hey, when are we 
going to get serious about changing these things? Because the American 
people, when I first started, they had Democrats who had the House and 
Senate in the Presidency. And that whole pendulum swung, but I'm telling 
you, in the first five, six months, I haven't seen any changes. And, and 
that's, that's very frustrating, You come to that point and say, alright, it's, 
it's time for a change. 
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Germany, like the United States and other key European countries, is 
facing a constant fight against terrorism. But there is one key difference: 
when it comes to key intelligence, the -most- important tool in stopping 
attacks, Germany relies almost entirely on the US. Reporting from Berlin,  
Scott Thuman asks, "What does the US get out of the deal?" 
 
Scott: From the Cold War’s dividing line, the Berlin Wall, to the epic relic of 
espionage, Checkpoint Charlie, now turned tourist trap, Germany has a 
long history of keeping populations in place as the times and politics 
dictate. But Germany is now struggling to separate and contain suspected 
terrorists, and stop an ever growing string of attacks. Christmastime in  
Berlin; the market attack by a radicalized refugee from Tunisia, who made 
his way into Germany, killed 12 and injured more than 50 when he drove a 
truck into the celebrating crowd. A year ago a train attack near Wurzburg, 
when an Afghan asylum seeker stabbed 5 people. And a suicide bombing 
at a music festival in Ansbach, a Syrian refugee blew himself up, 15 people 
were hurt. 
 
Guido Steinberg: I personally think that the rise in the number of terrorists 
here in Germany is primarily due to the refugee flow of 2015. We do see at 
least dozens of suspects, if not more, who have been members of ISIL, the 
Nusra Front, smaller organizations. 
 
Scott: Guido Steinberg is one of Germany’s leading experts on terror and 
has advised governments on countering its spread. 
 
Guido Steinberg: Some years ago we would have talked about, say 100 or 
200 Germans who went to Pakistan to join al Qaeda and its affiliates. Today 
we talk about numbers of 900 who went to Syria within 4 years. That’s a 
significant rise and it’s an experience all western nations have made. 
 
Scott: Germany though has an uncomfortable truth when it comes to the 
use of authority and intelligence to control its people. 
 



 

 

 
Guido Steinberg: We have had two dictatorships where intelligence and 
police were merged in the notorious Gestapo and secret state police in 
Third Reich, or in the state security, the Stasi, in East Germany, and that is 
why Germans, first don’t want to merge intelligence and police, and 
secondly, and that’s even worse, they don’t want strong intelligence 
services. So we see a country which has a long tradition of repression, a 
country that has quite strong police services but the whole security 
architecture is fragmented and the intelligence services are weak. So if we 
know about a threat, we are good because we have good police, but if we 
don’t know about it, we don’t have the methods to find out about it. 
 
Scott: If history is their hinderance, America may be their answer. 
 
Scott: You were quoted saying in a way, "We have outsourced our counter-
terrorism efforts to the United States." 
 
Guido Steinberg: Yes, that’s absolutely true because the most difficult 
thing in counter-terrorism is to find out who might be a danger. But this 
first information in many German plots, came first from the NSA several 
times, and that means we have outsourced probably the most difficult part 
of German counter-terrorism to the United States. 
 
Scott: That sharing has proved invaluable and, likely recently, saved lives 
like here at the Berlin airport where there was a plot to allegedly set off 
explosives. It was American intelligence that tipped off the Germans. 
 
Scott: Since the War on Terror is now a global effort, trading intelligence is 
pivotal to preventing attacks. Steinberg claims Americans are getting the 
short end of that stick. 
 
Scott: What can American intelligence agencies learn from Germany 
authorities? Should we be taking any lessons from the German 
authorities? 
 
Guido Steinberg: I don’t think there’s any lesson that the Americans can 
learn from Germany, they can probably learn from the Brits, who I think 
have the most professional intelligence services worldwide. They might 



 

 

learn from the French, even though they’re unreliable, but I think German 
security authorities have nothing to offer to the United States. 
 
Scott: Is it an unfair relationship? Are the Americans providing vast 
amounts of intelligence that is keeping Germany safe but the Germans are 
not able to provide the same for America? 
 
Guido Steinberg: Yes, the relationship between the United States and 
Germany in security matters is absolutely unfair. 
 
Scott: Very one-sided? 
 
Guido Steinberg: It’s one-sided. It should have changed after Germany 
became a sovereign state in the early 1990’s but it did not. So I think it’s 
absolutely fair for the Trump Administration to demand more, in military 
terms and security in general, and I think the Germans should do more in 
intelligence. 
 
 
 
 
 
FULL MEASURE WITH SHARYL ATTKISSON 

June 18 
30 min. 

 
From her role in the White House to her first overseas trip, Sharyl sat down 
with First Daughter Ivanka Trump to discuss her impact in Washington. 
 
Sharyl: Do you have an official title? 
 
Ivanka Trump: Yes. I'm an advisor to the President. 
Sharyl: In your months in Washington, have you found the establishment 
or the swamp, whatever you call it, more deeply entrenched than perhaps 
you expected? What would you say about that? 
 
Ivanka Trump: It is definitely an interesting environment to navigate, and 
these are early days in terms of my own experience. So, you know, I love to 
believe, on a personal level, that many of the issues I care deeply about 



 

 

should transcend politics; workforce development, educating this next 
generation to enable them to have meaningful and well-paying jobs in the 
future. Ideas like paid family leave, and human trafficking, but, sadly, 
nothing is without its politics. So you learn to navigate it, but at the end of 
the day, it is what it is and we all went to Washington to try to have a very 
meaningful and positive impact. We already see this happening with the 
President and I hope I can be additive to that as well. 
 
Sharyl: I can assume, I guess, that you traveled extensively before all of 
this, around the world. 
 
Ivanka Trump: And around the country. During two years of the campaign, 
we traveled all across America and it was a life-changing experience for me 
and my siblings as well. 
 
Sharyl: When you went on this first big foreign trip, starting with Saudi 
Arabia, a Muslim majority country, were you under the impression that 
perceptions of America are changing around the world, and if so, how? 
 
Ivanka Trump: I think what you saw in Saudi Arabia was remarkable. In 
terms of the collaboration and the unification in terms of unifying towards a 
common goal of eradicating terrorism and recognizing it as major problem 
that has to be dealt with as a collective. It was a first time that you had 54 
Muslim and Arab leaders come together and highlight the problem and 
agree to work collectively towards a solution. So, it was a remarkable, a 
remarkable experience, and it was an amazing thing to see and I'm 
incredibly proud of my father for having been able to, to accomplish that. It 
was very, very exciting to see almost 400 billion dollars’ worth of 
transactions that will benefit American industry and American workers. So, 
the fact that in Saudi Arabia alone, you had this epic and really historic 
meeting of Muslim and Arab leaders to discuss terrorism and how to work 
together to combat it, but also you had the promotion of American industry 
and American business is really rather remarkable. 
 
Sharyl: And I think that escaped a lot of the new coverage. In fact, if you 
watch what's reported on the news, a lot of times you don't get that part of 
it. You may get something that they think the President said that was 
wrong or a misstep that he took, but not necessarily the policy issues. 
 



 

 

 
Ivanka Trump: That is, that is true, but results ultimately speak for 
themselves, and I think you're seeing the results. You're seeing the result 
manifesting them self with record low unemployment rates with a soaring 
economy and I'm very optimistic that that will continue to happen as, as 
policies are implemented that are pro business and pro American working 
family. 
 
Sharyl: Faced with the sort of opposition that comes daily, just in a political 
environment, what do you say to yourself at the end of the day that makes 
you get up the next day and go do it again? 
 
Ivanka Trump: I think putting in perspective the challenges that are being 
faced by Americans across this country and why we came to Washington 
and the problems we want to take on and solve; so I think that, for me, puts 
it in perspective. I feel very blessed to be able to do what I'm doing and, 
and contribute in some small way, and it's really an honor for me. 
 
 
 
ON AIR NEWS 
 
.05 Special Session (Aired 04/03/2017 @ 9pm, 2:00 minutes) – A special 
session is coming this summer on drunk driving and other traffic laws. Utah 
drinkers are still reeling from the new .05 limit passed in the last legislative 
session. 2News Political Specialist Rod Decker gives the viewer the latest on the 
special session and what will be addressed at the Capitol. 
 
Stewart Town Hall Fallout (Aired 04/03/2017 @ 9pm, 2:15 minutes) – The head 
of the Utah Republican party says the people who attended Representative Chris 
Stewart's town hall meeting are "thugs."  But a person who attended and helped 
organized the town hall meeting says Utah's delegation needs to hear the 
criticism, even if they don't like it.  Congressman Stewart released a statement 
saying he'll continue to hold town halls because it is a way to engage with his 
constituents.  This story keeps our viewers informed on what their elected 
officials are doing in Washington D.C. and here at home.  It gives information 
they can use when going to the voting booth during the next election cycle. 
 



 

 

UTA Meeting (Aired 04/04/2017 @ 9pm, 2:00 minutes) – UTA worked out a deal 
with Federal Prosecutors to avoid possible public corruption charges. They didn’t 
release the specifics of the agreement, and wouldn’t say what the violations 
were. They just said they were ethical, conflict of interests and involved misuse of 
Federal funds. The viewer learns the latest developments on a settlement in a 
scandal surrounding a big organization in the state of Utah.  
 
UTA corruption probe (Aired 4/4/2017 @ 9pm for 1 minute, 30 seconds) 
-  Federal prosecutors have agreed not to file charges against Utah's public 
transit agency in exchange for cooperation with a Department of Justice 
investigation of corruption and misuse of public funds. U.S. Attorney for Utah 
John Huber and Utah Transit Authority leaders announced the deal Tuesday. It 
calls for an independent watchdog at UTA and requires the agency to share 
information about any allegations of criminal activity by UTA board members, 
employees and contractors. Huber says UTA, which oversees public buses, light 
rail and commuter trains in six counties, has made improvements since a 
scathing 2014 state audit found sweetheart deals and lavish pay for UTA 
executives. 
 
President Monson Health (Aired 04/05/2017 @ 9pm, 2:00 minutes) – The LDS 
Church confirmed that President Monson is alive and recovering in the hospital. 
The 89-year-old leader checked into the hospital Monday night. There were a lot 
of speculation on social media within the last couple hours. The viewer learns the 
latest updates from the LDS church when there was a lot of misinformation 
surfacing on the internet.  
 
Homeless Shelter Recommendation (Aired 04/10/2017 @ 9pm, 2:00 minutes) 
– The state committee approved Mayor Ben McAdam’s recommendation for the 
South Salt Lake homeless shelter location. To receive the $20 million in funding, 
the Mayor and the committee had to pick a location that fit certain requirements. 
The council passed the proposal, but with some additions. The viewer learns the 
latest on the controversial homeless shelter location, and the conditions that the 
council passed the location with. 
 
Orrin Hatch Interview (Aired 04/10/2017 @ 9pm, 2:00 minutes) – Orrin Hatch 
says as of now, he is running for re-election to the United States Senate in 2018. 
However, another race depends on his health and other factors. Hatch’s re-
election status has been a big talker in the media, and this is the first time the 
viewer is hearing his plans on camera on KUTV. 



 

 

 
Homeless shelters approved (Aired 4/10/2017 @ 9pm for 1 minute, 30 
seconds) - The Homeless Coordinating Committee voted to approve plans to 
build three homeless resource centers, including one controversial location in 
South Salt Lake. The committee believed the location at 3380 South 1000 West 
holds up to the statue requirements to be allowed to receive the funding. 
McAdams said it'll be about 12 to 15 months to build after the plans are 
approved. SSL Mayor Cherie Wood spoke about the "irreversible effects" the 
facility would have on the community. 
 
Highland Roads Tax (Aired 04/11/2017 @ 9pm, 2:00 minutes) – There is a 
proposed tax increase in Utah County to fix roads in Highland. Every winter the 
city spends a large part of their budget to fix potholes, but with temperatures 
going up and down the fillings don’t stick. Now they’re asking residents to pick up 
the tab to reconstruct the roads. The viewer learns why the tax increase is 
necessary and how much it will cost a household each year. 
 
LDS Bishop Sentence (Aired 04/13/2017 @ 9pm, 2:30 minutes) –  A Provo 
judge getting backlash tonight after he gives praise to a molester during a 
sentencing hearing.  Judge Tomas Low called the convicted man, and former 
LDS bishop, a great man and then said "but great men, sometimes do bad 
things."  It was a comment did not sit well with man's victims who were in the 
courtroom at the time.  In our story, we play the audio from the court hear and 
explain the background of the case so our viewer understand why the victims 
were upset.  We also talk to one of the victims and explains that a formal 
complaint is expect be filed against the judge. 
 
Preview of Gorsuch Vote (Aired 04/16/2017 @ 9pm, 1:30 minutes) – The 
supreme court is one step closer to voting for the confirmation of Judge Neil 
Gorsuch as the next Supreme Court Justice. Democrats are planning to filibuster 
President Trump’s pick, while republicans are prepared to prevent the democratic 
filibuster by enacting the “nuclear option.” This would only require a simple 
majority of 51 votes, instead of 60 currently needed to advance Gorsuch to the 
Senate Floor. This story benefits the viewer by giving them an inside look at how 
democrats and republicans are both breaking tradition to prevent or confirm a 
new Supreme Court Justice. Depending on the outcome, it could affect how the 
Supreme Court makes rulings on new or revised law.  
 



 

 

Chaffetz in Town (Aired 04/17/2017 @ 9pm, 2:00 minutes) – Utah 
Congressman Jason Chaffetz just returned from visiting the exact same area as 
Vice President Mike Pence. Chaffetz met with officials in the demilitarized zone, 
even getting a stare down from a North Korean Soldier. 2News met up with the 
Congressman and visited with him about the trip, and the viewer heard about his 
trip and thoughts on the situation. 
 
Chaffetz Celebrations (Aired 04/19/2017 @9pm, 1:30 minutes) – After news that 
Congressman Jason Chaffetz is stepping down, a small number of Democrats in 
Utah County say they’re claiming victory after Chaffetz’ announcement.  They 
gathered for a protest “dance party” outside Chaffetz’s Provo office.  This story 
took on a different angle of the Chaffetz resignation announcement.  It looked at 
the reactions for opposition.  
 
Bernie In Town (Aired 04/21/2017 @ 9pm, 2:00 minutes) – Former Presidential 
Candidate Bernie Sanders was in Utah today for a Unity Rally. He appeared with 
the new head of the Democratic National Committee. The viewer hears highlights 
from the rally, and learns if unity was achieved at the gathering in Salt Lake City. 
 
Bernie Sanders visits Utah (Aired 4/21/2017 @ 9pm for 1 minute, 30 seconds) 
– Former Presidential candidate Bernie Sanders rallied in Utah for the 
democratic party Friday. Hours before the event, hundreds of Utahns stood in the 
col waiting for the doors to open. The visit comes part of Sanders’ Unity Tour. 
DNC Chair Tom Perez and several other top democrats attended as well. The 
spoke for raising the minimum wage, pay equity for women, climate change and 
free tuition for college.  
 
Beckerle Reinstated (Aired 04/25/2017 @ 9pm, 2:00 minutes) – After a closed-
door meeting at the University of Utah Dr. Mary Beckerle is back as the Chief of 
the Huntsman Cancer Institute, effective immediately. There was a lot of protest 
and backlash after she was fired via email just days before. The viewer learned 
about controversy surrounding the decision, the process leading up to the 
reversal, and reaction from people when she was reinstated.  
 
Bears Ears Review (Aired 04/26/2017 @ 9pm, 2:00 minutes) – Big Utah Political 
Names were at the ceremony today, when President trump signed the study that 
might lead to changing or rescinding the Bears Ears Monument. A 
UtahPolicy.com poll says people in Utah favor rescinding the monument. The 
viewer hears both sides on the divided issue.  



 

 

 
Monument review (Aired 4/26/2017 @ 9pm for 1 minute, 30 seconds) - 
President Donald Trump signed an executive order Wednesday morning 
demanding a review of all national monuments that were designated in the past 
21 years. The Antiquities Act Executive Order will instruct the Interior Department 
to review those designated by Trump's three past predecessors and will call into 
question both Bears Ears National Monument and Grand Staircase-Escalante 
National Monument. Not everyone was happy, however. In a released statement, 
the Center for Western Priorities said Trump “launched an all-out assault on our 
national monuments and public lands." 
 
Chaffetz on Medical Leave (Aired 04/26/2017 @ 9pm, 1:30 minutes) –  Utah 
Representative, Jason Chaffetz, is going on medical leave.  Chaffetz made the 
announcement on Twitter, saying he had to have a surgery on his foot and would 
out of Washington D.C. for three to four weeks.  This leave of absence comes as 
the House of Representative is gearing up for a couple key votes, including one 
on health care reform.  This story explains how Chaffetz's surgery could impact 
those votes and reminds viewers that just days earlier Chaffetz announced he 
was not seek reelection and would not be finishing his term. 
 
Holt’s mom visits D.C. (Aired 4/27/2017 @ 9pm for 1 minute, 30 seconds) - A 
Utah mom whose son is imprisoned in Venezuela has just wrapped up a trip to 
Washington, D.C., pushing for his release. Laurie Holt said her ten-month ordeal 
is getting more attention from leaders at the highest level. Holt met with a lot of 
people about her son, Josh, who has been imprisoned in Venezuela since June, 
2016. Holt got no firm answers about her son. While she is frustrated and 
impatient, Holt said she is also optimistic after the week’s events. If anything, she 
said, she got a little more hope. 
 
SLC Employees Charged (Aired 05/05/2017 @9pm, 1:30 minutes) – Two former 
Salt Lake City Employees are facing charges now accused of using city 
equipment to fix up their own homes.  This story addressed the recent 
investigation and informed viewers how some representatives had allegedly 
taken advantage of the system.   
 
Zinke and Bears Ears (Aired 05/08/2017 @ 9pm, 2:00 minutes) – Today, the 
Secretary of Interior got an aerial tour of the Bears Ears National Monument. It’s 
Ryan Zinke’s first day in Southern Utah, he’s getting an up-close look at Bear’s 



 

 

Ears, as he makes a controversial decision about the area. The viewer hears 
from Zinke, and others who were there as he toured the monument.  
 
Ryan Zinke visits Bears Ears (Aired 5/8/2017 @ 9pm for 1 minute, 30 seconds) 
- Secretary of the Interior Ryan Zinke has wrapped up his first day in southern 
Utah touring 1.3-million acres of land. The secretary is tasked with reviewing the 
monument that was designated in December by President Barack Obama. 
Monday afternoon, he took a hike to view some ancient Native American ruins, 
just outside Blanding. Zinke has said he hasn't made up his mind yet whether to 
recommend to President Trump that the monument remain, be reduced, or be 
rescinded altogether. Zinke insists he is listening and said he plans to meet "with 
everybody" during his trip to southern Utah. But he also hinted that the 
monument designation -- as it is today -- may not be around very long. 

 
Interior Secretary Bears Ears visit (Aired 5/9/2017 @ 9pm for 1 minute, 30 
seconds) – Interior Secretary Ryan Zinke spent three days in southern Utah 
touring the controversial Bears Ears Monument. During his visit, opponents and 
proponents voiced their feelings. Asked by 2News whether he is leaning in any 
particular direction about what to do with Bears Ears, Zinke said, "No, I'm just 
listening on this tour." 
 
Comey Firing Reaction (Aired 05/10/2017 @ 9pm, 2:00 minutes) – Utah 
Senators and Congressmen say they were blindsided by James Comey’s firing 
from the FBI. Senator Mike Lee admits he is concerned about perceptions that 
the firing might affect an FBI investigation. He says they are calling for a special 
prosecutor in the probe into Russia ties and the 2018 Presidential Election. The 
viewer hears from a congressman serving their state in Washington, D.C. 
 
Jordan River State Park (Aired 5/10/2017 @ 9pm for 1 minute, 30 seconds) - 
Would you support turning the Jordan River Parkway into Utah's 44th state park? 
Representative Mike Winder thinks it's a good idea to help keep the park clean 
and safe from transients while also remaining open to public users. Some 
opponents of the South Salt Lake homeless resource center criticized the 
location for being too close to the Jordan River Parkway. Winder said authorities 
would be better able to enforce illegal camping ordinances and other laws under 
state ownership. Various private, city, and county agencies now own the land of 
the Jordan River Parkway. Winder said uniting the ownership as a state park 
would allow them to better serve the public. 
 



 

 

Prison land (Aired 5/10/2017 @ 9pm for 1 minute, 30 seconds) – As land 
developers discuss what to put on the state prison land that will soon be 
available, residents are concerned what it can do to their neighborhood. 
Residents are most concerned the big makeover could cause a lot of traffic and 
congestion. Developers did not say what will be built, but at looking at a large 
facility that would bring high-quality job growth. Kelley Thompson, who lives on 
Redwood Road, west of the prison, said the report is a good first step, but must 
be more imaginative. 
 
Chaffetz to subpoena Comey (Aired 5/16/2017 @ 9pm for 1 minute, 30 
seconds) - The Republican chairman of the House oversight committee says he 
plans to demand that the Justice Department turn over all memos written by 
former FBI Director James Comey concerning his past meetings with President 
Donald Trump. Rep. Jason Chaffetz is taking action because of a memo Comey 
wrote detailing how Trump asked him to shut down a federal investigation into 
former National Security Adviser Michael Flynn. Chaffetz says the memo raises 
concerns "about improper interference placed on an active investigation." He 
says he has ordered staffers to draft a letter to Justice Department officials 
seeking Comey's memos. The letter is expected Tuesday night. 
 
Chaffetz Announcement (Aired 05/18/2017 @ 9pm, 2:00 minutes) – Jason 
Chaffetz announced his final day in office will be the end of June. The Utah 
Congressman spoke to the media from his Utah County home. He said he 
wanted to spend more time with his family, and with his job now he was spending 
too much time sleeping on a cot in his Washington, D.C. office. The viewer hears 
the explanation from their Representative, about his decision to leave his office 
earlier then the end of the term. 
 
Sheriff’s and Medical Marijuana (Aired 05/19/2017 @ 9pm, 2:00 minutes) – 
Some Utah Sheriffs signed a letter saying medical marijuana is a “deadly farce.” 
Tonight, medical cannabis users say the Sheriffs’ letter is inaccurate. The viewer 
hears both sides of the argument about a controversial subject that has been at 
the center of bills at the State capitol in years past. 
 
Bears Ears Land Auctioned Off (Aired 05/24/2017 @ 8am, 1:20 minutes) - 
Conservationist and millionaire Jennifer Speers has paid $2.5 million for 640 
acres (2,589,990 sq. meters) of land within Bears Ears National Monument. 
Speers paid about $1.5 million above the starting bid Wednesday for a spot 
called the Needles Outpost. The outpost was on property owned by the Utah 



 

 

School and Institutional Trust Lands Administration, which put it up at auction for 
a minimum bid of $1.03 million. The area includes an old landing strip, a 
commercial campground, convenience store and the only gas station around for 
about 45 miles. 
 
Santaquin Dog Ordinance (Aired 05/24/2017 @9pm, 1:30 minutes) – A legal dog 
fight over a dog is brewing in Santaquin.  The dog reportedly bit a neighbor and 
according to the law, it now needs to be put to death, but the family says the dog 
is friendly and wouldn’t hurt anyone, and the neighbor didn’t even have a mark 
on them.  This story addresses one family’s fight to save their dog, and if the City 
law is too old, and needs to be changed. 
 
Utah GOP debt (Aired 5/25/2017 @ 9pm for 1 minute, 30 seconds) - The new 
regime at the Utah Republican Party has found at least $50,000 of more debt, 
since just last weekend. In an interview with 2News, Griffin said the party owes 
more than $300,000 to lawyer Marcus Mumford for legal work and there are 
debts tied to “operating costs” that are over $100,000. Griffin said the Utah 
Republican Party has not had a budget for four years, and an “audit committee” 
had little to review. He said a new audit is coming along with a budget.  
 
Evans on GOP Debt (Aired 05/25/2017 @ 9pm, 2:15 minutes) – Utah's former 
GOP chair knows he lost his seat fair and square but he says he's tired of being 
criticized by the man who unseated him for the massive debt the party has 
acquired.  New chairman, Rob Anderson, hung that debt squarely around former 
chair, James Evan's neck.  But. Evans says Anderson is now asking him to help 
the party raise money.  Evans says he wants to help but not if the criticism of his 
tenure continues. This story explains how much debt the GOP party is in, gives 
Evans and Anderson a chance to give their side of the story and explains what 
Anderson expects Evan's to do now that he is out of the leadership position. 
 
3rd District Crazy Race (Aired 05/26/2017 @ 9pm, 2:30 minutes) – 22 
candidates have filed to run for congress to replace Jason Chaffetz.  Today was 
the final day people could sing up to join the race and 10 candidates threw their 
hat into the ring today alone.  15 republicans, 4 democrats, 2 independents and a 
libertarian make up the crowded third congressional race.  There was even some 
drama during the last minute filing.  Jim Bennett, son of former senator Bob 
Bennett, was not allowed to file.  Election officials say Bennett tried to sing up 
under the newly formed United Utah Party but that party has not been certified 
yet.  This story gives our viewers and potential voters details about who is 



 

 

running for the hotly contested congressional seat and explains why there was 
last minute fireworks on filing day. 
 
DABC Audit (Aired 5/30/2017 @ 9pm for 1 minute, 30 seconds) -The Utah 
Office of the State Auditor released a scathing report that claims the Utah 
Department of Alcoholic Beverage Control failed to report hundreds of millions of 
dollars in revenue and sold goods between July 2016 and December 2016. The 
report blames the DABC for the findings, citing "poorly-implemented" tools, a lack 
of qualified employees and poor time management systems. The audit cited six 
findings, which included the organization did not correctly use its management 
software. It did not correctly record revenue each month. It did not record 
expenses at a store level and it did not review store manager time cards.   
 
Tax Reform (Aired 06/01/2017 @ 8am, 1:30 minutes) - Tax reform may be 
coming, and it may cost you money. Senator Orrin Hatch is working on changing 
the tax code, and he says some Americans who don't pay income tax now, 
should start paying something. Senator Hatch says too many Americans don't 
pay income tax. The money lower income people pay might go to lower the 
corporate tax rate. President Donald Trump says America now has one of the 
highest corporate tax rates of any country. He wants to cut the corporate rate 
from 35% to 15%. Hatch says reform might even cut the deficit if republicans can 
find the magic formula. This story notifies tax payers how tax reform could impact 
them, and may end up costing them more money. 
 
Democratic candidate harassment (Aired 6/5/2017 @ 9pm for 1 minute, 30 
seconds) - At least seven women are accusing a Utah politician of years of 
sexual harassment. In a letter to the Democratic Party's Executive Committee, 
the group accused Rob Miller of sexual misconduct. The women described years 
of sexual harassment including "petting" a coworker's hair, saying inappropriate 
remarks like "you're so sexy," and other unwanted physical contact. Miller 
questions the timing of the leak, and said there were never any allegations when 
he was in office.  
 
Privatizing Air Traffic Control (Aired 06/06/2017 @ 9pm, 2 minutes) – Air traffic 
control could soon become a private entity. President trump says, “this is the first 
important step to clearing the runway for more jobs, lower prices and better 
transportation. The move is all part of the president’s effort to improve the 
country’s infrastructure. Airlines have previously lobbied for the change, saying 
the FAA’s NextGen program to modernize air traffic systems is taking too long. 



 

 

This story enlightens local residents of the president’s plan, and informs them 
that traveling, and prices for flights may be cheaper in the future.  
 
Homeless Shelter Plan Changes (Aired 06/06/2017 @ 8am, 2 minutes) – Salt 
Lake County and City officials announced major changes regarding Salt Lake’s 
homeless shelter and the surrounding area. The county plans to shut it down by 
July 15th. That’s well over a year earlier than planned. Originally, the county was 
going to shut down the shelter July of 2019, but now the county is planning to 
close the place in mere weeks. That means 40 families and 170 people need to 
be out. Officials say they just can’t afford to wait until new shelters are built in 
2019 to start cleaning up the Rio Grande area.  
 
Salt Lake County Homeless Plan (Aired 06/06/2017 @ 9pm, 2:00 minutes) – 
Salt Lake County Mayor Ben McAdams and Salt Lake County Sheriff Jim Winder 
announced a plan to speed up the plan to move families out of the Road Home 
Shelter in downtown Salt Lake City. The original schedule didn’t have the move 
happening until 2019. They say the hope is to cut down on crime and drugs in 
downtown, and to find the families affordable housing. Salt Lake City’s Mayor 
and Police Chief are not happy with the surprise change. The viewer hears both 
side’s reaction to the news. 
 
Rio Grande homeless plan (Aired 6/6/2017 @ 9pm for 1 minute, 30 seconds) - 
Salt Lake County announced major changes regarding the downtown Salt Lake 
homeless shelter and the surrounding area. The county plans to move all families 
out by July 15th. This means 40 families or 170 people need to be relocated. 
This big announcement was held by Salt Lake County Mayor Ben Mcadams, 
Sheriff Jim Winder, and Salt Lake County District Attorney Sim Gill. They say 
they can’t afford to wait until new shelters are built in 2019 to start cleaning up 
the Rio Grande area. They proposed a three-part plan that increases mental 
health officers, allows Salt Lake county to work with service providers, and to 
ultimately get the Rio Grande area under control. 
 
Call for Gary Ott resignation (Aired 6/7/2017 @ 9pm for 1 minute, 30 seconds) 
- Salt Lake County Mayor Ben McAdams has called for the resignation of county 
recorder Gary Ott, whose ability to effectively do his job has been disputed by 
voters and politicians alike for more than a year. Ott's capability to do his job has 
been under close scrutiny for months.  A September audit found Ott was not 
regularly showing up for work. Ott earns roughly $180,000 a year in salary and 
benefits. He first took office in 2001 and is serving an extended term that will 



 

 

expire in 2020. 
 
Polygamist Running for Mayor (Aired 06/09/2017 @ 9pm, 2:00 minutes) – An 
outspoken polygamist who lives in Herriman, is holding nothing back. He’s 
running for Mayor. Technically, his lifestyle is against the law. The deadline for 
Joe Darger is Wednesday at 4:30, and he and his three wives showed up as he 
officials filed for Mayor. The viewer hears why he wants to run for public office, 
the hurdles he would face, and what his wives think about it. 
 
Female Fire Captain (Aired 06/12/2017 @ 9pm, 2:00 minutes) – A first for the 
West Jordan Fire Department. A woman firefighter has been promoted to 
Captain. It didn’t come without some pain and suffering in her personal life. The 
viewer learns the journey Captain Joy Stearns takes to get to where she is in her 
career as a firefighter with West Jordan Fire Department. 
 
Salt Lake City Budget (Aired 06/14/2017 @ 9pm, 2 minutes) – The Salt Lake 
City Council met behind closed doors to discuss the budget and pay raises. The 
police department asked for a 4% salary raise, but it was denied. Instead officers 
will only get a 1% raise which barely covers inflation. As a result, the police 
department is struggling to keep veteran officers. While they are strongly 
disappointed with the raise they will receive, officers say they will continue 
working on the force. This story informs the public about how their civil servants 
are being paid, and how the city is spending tax dollars.  
 
3rd District Debate (Aired 06/16/2017 @ 9pm, 2:15 minutes) – 11 Republican 
candidates for Utah's 3rd congressional district took the stage tonight to debate 
some key issues. The field of candidates had to be split up into two different 
debates to make sure everyone voice was heard.  This story gives highlights of 
the debate and explains why there will be at least three republican candidates on 
the primary ballot despite the fact only one will be selected at the GOP state 
convention. 
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