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From the street musicians wailing out jazz. To the fern covered balconies 
of the French quarter. New Orleans is the place where America lets the 
good times roll. One of the best ways to see the Big Easy is on foot - if you 
dare.

Joce: What message does that send to pedestrians?

Becky Mowbray: Take your chances.

All over New Orleans, pedestrians are gambling. Not in the city's casino. 
But on its streets. An audit released this October discovered only 62 out of 
the city's 463 intersections have a pedestrian crossing signal. That simple 
white light that tells you when it's safe to walk. That's only 13-percent of 
crossings. Bigger cities with even more intersections like Memphis, Tampa 
and Miami - have signals at more than 80-percent of their crossings.

Becky Mowbray: It's more like the exception than the rule. When you see a 
pedestrian light, you're surprised to see a pedestrian light. Whereas in 
other major cities, they're pretty much on every major corner.

Becky Mowbray is with the New Orleans inspector general's office. It was 
their audit that showed the city of New Orleans was putting people at risk.
Joce: You watch these people, what goes through your mind when they're 
in those intersections?

Becky Mowbray: I worry about their safety.

In the past 3 years, 40 Pedestrians have been killed in New Orleans. To 
compare with two cities of similar size: Cleveland had 11 pedestrian deaths 
in that time. Minneapolis had 6. New Orleans isn't unique in its pedestrian 



problem. It sits with Tampa, New York, Atlanta, and 22 other cities on a 
federal government watch list.

Jolie Lemoine: He accelerated and hit me on the hip, I fell forward and 
down and then he proceeded to run over my foot.

Jolie Lemoine was hit by a car last year at this intersection near New 
Orleans city park. Traffic comes from 13 lanes in five different directions. 

You won't find a single pedestrian crossing light here. Just outlined 
crossing lanes that have faded with age.

You do this with some hesitation now at this intersection?

Jolie Lemoine: Absolutely. Well, you just don't know if someone's not 
using their blinker how do you know if they're going to turn or not. It's not 
worth it to me it's not worth it anymore to take that risk. It's a guessing 
game.

Lemoine's guess landed her in rehab for eight months with a serious hip 
injury. Now, she's an advocate for pedestrian safety.

Jolie Lemoine: You hear the story over and over and over. It just seems like 
eventually something would resonate with lawmakers and they would see 
some of these key intersections where they could improve the signage.
So why is New Orleans different? It all stems from a rule dating back at 
least 30 years that only allows crossings at intersections where traffic 
could be stopped in all directions.

Nadiene Van Dyke: This was an informal policy, an unwritten policy so in 
large part it had never been questioned.

Joce: No one raised the alarm?

Nadiene Van Dyke: No one knew except for the people enforcing this 
unwritten policy.



Nadiene Van Dyke is the city's assistant inspector general. They're calling 
for New Orleans to move beyond its old ways, towards more science, and 
less intuition, or what she describes as the gut calls, of engineers.

Nadiene Van Dyke: It is not the recommended method. It is absolutely not 
what we would hope for.

Other cities are using modern methods to protect pedestrians - analyzing 
data and highlighting the problem. New York and DC both adopted a 
progressive program called vision zero - aimed at eliminating deaths.

Joce: If New York looks at it as a design problem to have accidents like 
this, how does New Orleans look at it?

Becky Mowbray: I think they don't.

New Orleans has only discussed Vision Zero. Last spring the city began a 
project adding countdown timers to some crossing signals. The Federal 
Highway Administration found they could cut the number of accidents 
involving pedestrians by 25 percent. But many of those signals are still 
covered in burlap bags and only 44 spots in the city will get the upgrade.
Rox'E Homstad: How many of us are going to have to die before someone 
decides enough is enough and we have to do something?

Rox'E Homstad is both blind and deaf. She says her service dog saved her 
life as she tried to cross a street without a signal. Even with upgrades, 
there are no plans for crosswalk signals with sound or vibration to alert the 
disabled.

Rox'E Homstad: This is important. These are peoples' lives. This is 
peoples' livelihoods. We are taxpayers. We deserve equal treatment.
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Last year, when a Turkish man was arrested leaving the U.S. with gun parts 
in his luggage. It seemed like an open and shut case. Prosecutors said that 
on several occasions he'd tried to traffic dozens of semi-automatic pistol 
parts. But something the border patrol did -- has privacy advocates up in 
arms: agents seized and searched the suspect's cell phone without a 
warrant at the airport. Cause of Action Institute says the warrant-less 
search has dire implications for all of us. The group's Erica Marshall 
recently told me why they're challenging the practice in court.

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?

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?

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?

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?

Marshal: That's a great question and the answer is very simple. Under 
current Department of Homeland Security policy, they proport 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?

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 laptops.



Cause of Action says Homeland Security searched 5,000 electronic devices 
this past February.
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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.

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.
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.

Sharyl: It's almost like paying for the privilege of obtaining a certain 
position.
Penniman: It is borderline extortion.

https://www.issueone.org/
https://www.issueone.org/
https://www.issueone.org/price-of-power/
https://www.issueone.org/price-of-power/


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.
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May terrorist attack in Manchester revived the ongoing concern about 
terrorists living, and plotting, in our very midst. In Britain, France, Belgium 
and in the United States, after each attack, the question is: when and how 
did the attackers become radicalized? Last year Scott Thuman traveled to 
Birmingham, England, a working class city similar to Manchester, where 
one man decided to do something about radicalization.

Chief Ian Hopkins: I can confirm that the man suspected of carrying out 
last night's atrocity is 22-year-old Salman Abedi.

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.

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.
On this day, he takes us through Birmingham, a couple hours hour north of 
London and where the former military The 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 terrorist convictions in the country.

Scott: Your whole goal is to stop them from getting to the point that they 
actually go overseas?

Jahan: Absolutely.

Scott: You feel you're being successful?
Jahan: Well, the people I do know of who I've stopped is about seven.



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: I 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.
That's what Jahan is trying to temper. He says in this area where signs are 
often in Urdu and Arabic voices are heard on 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.

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 at America?

Cameron: Yeah, obviously, and the UK 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.

To counter that 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, whoa, why would I go out 
there? It would be stupid of me to go out there.
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?

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.

It is gaining the upper hand of 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.

Scott: There's a parallel here. While investigators in Manchester have made 
multiple arrests by following leads to see who helped Abedi plot that 
concert attack; that's exactly what Jahan does in trying to prevent attacks. 
By finding out who is recruiting or influencing the young men he's 
counseling, he tries to de-radicalize them as well.
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Immigration was a pivotal issue driving the US presidential race. Now, for 
President Trump it's time to go from promises.. to policy. Do we build the 
wall? Expel all illegal immigrants? Those same issues were part of the 
recent French presidential election. When Scott Thuman was there 
covering the big race.. he found a small town taking policy into its own 
hands.

Scott: From a hilltop just outside of town, Henin-Beaumont looks like your 
average blue-collar village. But this French faction of the country’s rust belt 
has faced more than its fair share of struggles. People’s optimism, had 
been replaced with piles of slag from closed-up coal mines.

Man: People are jaded from all these promises that haven’t been fulfilled.

Daniel Vaissier: There was a catastrophic deficit here, we were paying 
exorbitant taxes.

The language is different, the scene and complaints, the same as you’d find 
in coal country in Pennsylvania.

Bill Allen: My father was in the coal mine and that’s the way I supported my 
family.

Scott: Or cattle country in Texas

Pam Dismukes: I want to get the trade between the countries fixed.

Scott: In all, economies tanked, jobs dried up, and so did people's’ hope. 
Christopher Szczurek is the Deputy Mayor of Henin-Beaumont.

Christopher Szczurek: As you tell it’s quite poor, a huge unemployment 
rate.

Scott: How big is the unemployment rate here?



Christopher Szczurek: Twenty percent.

After years of struggle the town is now rebounding, sprucing up, 
rebuilding. The success, some say, rests upon a controversial new notion. 
This has been dubbed, “A town without immigrants.”

Scott: Should people be allowed to wear burkas, should people be allowed 
to wear yarmulkes in public?

Christopher Szczurek: I don’t think because we have a strong belief in our 
secularism. In public life, we should only see what gather us, not what 
divides us.

Last year, the town rallied support to form “The Town Without Immigrants 
Association.” A stand against taking in any refugees from Europe’s 
overwhelming migrant crisis as the country’s massive ‘jungle’ refugee 
camp once sat just an hour away. The winds of change arrived, via a 
political push, that mirrors to some degree what’s happened in middle-
American towns across the United States where people chose populism 
and protectionism in hopes of reviving the economy.

It’s gotta start somewhere. The taxpayers, the blue collar worker, the 
working people cannot continue to support two thirds of the world.

Calls for figurative walls in Henin-Beaumont, have come from the National 
Front party which now dominates the region.

Christopher Szczurek: It was a time when France got a lot of work to give. 
That’s not the case anymore. We denounce immigration now, but we don’t 
denounce the people. We denounce the politics.

And not just about jobs. France has fundamentally changed since the 
attacks, their friday November 13th. Daniel Vaissier is a retired craftsman.

Daniel Vaissier: Those who don’t want to integrate we keep out. And that’s 
it. Look at what happened in Paris, a friday evening and people were just 
sitting with friends on the patio or at the Bataclan theatre and they were 
shot. No, that’s not acceptable. Something must be done.



Scott: The reality of terrorism, created a fertile ground, for divisive politics. 
And human rights activist Marine Tondelier says anyone opposing the 
immigrant-free platform, found life here untenable.Everyone knows that 
immigrants are not welcome here?

Marine Tondelier: Yes, if you want to come to France and you’re an 
immigrant you don’t go to an National Front city.

Scott: This former councilwoman claims she was essentially forced out for 
her more inclusive attitude toward immigrants. Are people here afraid to 
speak out against the National Front?

Woman: Yes, yes. Enormously afraid. Those working in associations, those 
working for the city, they were afraid to speak to us in person. People are 
very scared.

Scott: An irony considering the town’s origin.

Marine Tondelier: It has no sense here to say this because people, we were 
calling people from abroad to make the coal mines work.

Scott: So in a town built on immigrants.

Marine Tondelier: Yes. And by immigrants.

Scott: And by immigrants in the coal mines here. You’re saying it’s difficult 
then to suddenly say: we don’t need them, we don’t want them.

Marine Tondelier: Yes.

Scott: While the National Front lost the national election, they’re hardly 
giving up. And just as Henin-Beaumont survived Roman and Norman 
invasions over the centuries, change happens.

Christopher Szczurek: Maybe in 10 years we won’t be still seen as devil, 
you know?

Scott: Seen as the devil?



Christopher Szczurek: That’s it.
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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.

Sharon Weinberger’s book: "The Imagineers of War, the Untold Story of 
DARPA, the Pentagon Agency that Changed the World" is available now.
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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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It's one of the longest running Congressional investigations of our time: 
the probe into 'Fast and Furious', the government's secret operation to 
allow thousands of weapons to be trafficked to Mexico's killer drug cartels. 
In many respects, the story began when federal agent John Dodson agreed 
to an interview with me in March of 2011. It was highly unusual, if not 
unprecedented, for a sitting federal agent to blow the whistle on his 
government bosses. In today's cover story, we catch up on unfinished 
business more than six years later.

John Dodson: Part of my mission with the ATF in Phoenix was to combat a 
illegal firearms trafficking to the Mexican drug cartels. Somehow, in order 
to achieve that goal, the strategy that had been adopted was to facilitate 
and allow the illegal firearms trafficking to the Mexican drug cartels. We 
were essentially flooding the border region with firearms from the US 
civilian market, and then tracking and tallying the results as they were used 
in crimes on both sides of the border.

Sharyl: “We,” meaning federal agents who are supposed to be stopping the 
trafficking?

John Dodson: Yes, ma'am. Meaning the federal agency that was in charge 
of combating that very thing.

Sharyl: Special Agent John Dodson had objected internally to the 
dangerous practice of “gunwalking” secretly allowed by the bureau of 
Alcohol, Tobacco and Firearms. But his objections fell on deaf ears.

Sharyl: Was the final straw Brian Terry's murder?

John Dodson: Yes. When Border Patrol Agent Brian Terry was killed, I 
immediately noticed that my agency was attempting to cover up any link 
between the investigation and the strategy that we employed and the death 
of Agent Terry.
Sharyl: Illegal immigrants armed with 'Fast and Furious' rifles gunned down 
Border Patrol Agent Brian Terry in Arizona in December of 2010 near the 
Mexican border. Agent Dodson says Department of Justice officials 



frantically worked to cover up the killers’ links to weapons trafficked as 
part of the secret federal case. He agreed to an interview with me for CBS 
News in March of 2011.

Sharyl (2011): Dodson’s job is to stop gun trafficking across the border. 
Instead, he says he was ordered to sit by and watch it happen. 
Investigators call the tactic letting guns “walk.” Dodson’s bosses say that 
never happened. Now, he’s risking his job to go public.

John Dodson (2011): I’m boots on the ground here in Phoenix, telling you 
we’ve been doing it every day since I’ve been here,” he said. “Here I am. 
Tell me I didn’t do the things I did. Tell me you didn’t order me to do the 
things I did. Tell me it didn’t happen. Now you have a name on it. You have 
a face to put with it. Here I am. Someone now, tell me it didn’t happen.”

Sharyl: When you stepped forward, what did you think and hope would 
happen?

John Dodson: When I stepped forward, I thought it would all come to a 
screeching halt, and that the case would be shut down the policy would be 
abandoned and it would pretty much be over with very very quickly as 
soon as word got to the right people. I was very surprised to learn 
otherwise.

Sharyl: What did happen?

John Dodson: Well, originally the Department of Justice issued what was a 
letter denying the allegation, categorically denying the allegations. And 
from that point on, there was a congressional hearing and obstruction and 
document hiding and still continuing to deny that there was any nexus 
between the investigative strategy and Agent Terry's death.

Sharyl: The supposed goal of the government’s gunwalking was to see 
where the weapons ended up and make a big case that took down Mexican 
cartel leaders. That never happened. Instead, the guns were used in crimes 
on both sides of the border. I identified a dozen other federal cases in 
which agents allegedly allowed guns to 'walk' in places like Florida, New 
Mexico, Texas and Arizona, with names like 'Too Hot To Handle', 'Wide 
Receiver' and 'Castaway.'



Sharyl: In a bipartisan vote in 2012, the House of Representatives held 
Attorney General Eric Holder in contempt of Congress for refusing to turn 
over documents in the Fast and Furious case. President Obama blocked 
Congress from getting the documents by using executive privilege the one 
and only time of his presidency. 80,000 pages were later released under a 
court challenge.

At a little publicized hearing earlier this month, House Oversight Committee 
chairman Jason Chaffetz said Congress is still trying to convince the 
Justice Department to hand over outstanding documents.

Rep. Jason Chaffetz: Litigation is ongoing as the Department of Justice 
continues its unprecedented stonewalling of Congress and the Terry family 
and I’m sorry to report under the Trump admin this has not change. This 
has not changed.

Sharyl: Dodson testified at the hearing, alongside Brian Terry’s mother, 
looking back at his decision to blow the whistle.

John Dodson: That decision, the single act of standing up and saying ‘what 
we are doing is wrong’ instantly took my standing from being an agent of 
the government to an enemy of the state.

Sharyl: Members of both parties, including Republican Trey Gowdy, said 
they still don’t think they have all the answers as to what was really behind 
'Fast and Furious.'

Rep. Trey Gowdy: I’m just struggling to understand how this ever could 
have turned out any other way. As soon as the gun leaves the parking lot, 
unless you’re maintaining constant surveillance, then you’ve lost the gun. 
And then if it crosses the border, God knows what you’re gonna do with it. 
And then when you learn they didn’t even let our Mexican counterparts in 
law enforcement know what was going on. This is the most imminently 
predictable tragedy that I’ve been connected with since I’ve been in 
Congress. It could not have turned out any other way.

Sharyl: What are some of the outstanding questions today?



John Dodson: I think that some of them, and they all might not pertain 
directly to the Terry family, is the amount of homicides or murders that 
have been caused by the the firearms that we allowed to be trafficked, what 
the ultimate cost of this strategy was.

Sharyl: Although the government won’t release information delineating the 
crimes that have been committed by criminals using guns trafficked during 
'Fast and Furious,' I’ve found evidence of at least 43 killings including: two 
U.S. federal agents, 3 Mexican police, and a terrorist torture kidnaping and 
murder in Mexico.

Sharyl: Do you think people are still in place in government who are part of 
what you call the obstruction or the cover-up?

John Dodson: I think they are. I think maybe not in the same exact 
positions. I think many of them moved around. But there is still a, a good 
portion of that system, that mechanism, that is still in place.

Sharyl: It sounds like your takeaway is that the public should understand it 
holds the power and use it.

John Dodson: Yes, the public does hold the power. But if we don't ask the 
questions, if we don't hold people accountable, if we don't get the 
explanations that we deserve and the answers that are entitled to us, then 
we don't. We give those reins of power away. We're subjected to a 
bureaucracy that is so big and so uncontrollable that it answers only to 
itself, no longer to us.

Sharyl: In case you’re wondering, Dodson still works at ATF today, though 
he says he’s been marginalized, retaliated against, and transferred around 
eleven times in six years.

Sharyl: Are you sorry you blew the whistle?
John Dodson: No. No, not at all. It was something that I thought I had to do, 
something I was supposed to do. So, how can you be sorry about that?
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One legacy of America's nuclear weapons program is an incredible 
ongoing cost in tax dollars. Beginning with the Cold War, the U.S. 
produced tens of thousands of warheads at a cost of trillions of dollars. 

Today, we spend hundreds of billions to clean up waste from the sites that 
manufactured the nuclear materials, and even more to pay those exposed 
to health risks working at the sites. Joce Sterman finds allegations that a 
lot that tax money isn't being spent wisely.

Joce Sterman: It was the bomb that helped end World War 2. The second, 
and last, nuclear device to be used in war. Code named Fat Man the 
plutonium used to bomb Nagasaki was produced at the government’s top 
secret Hanford nuclear site in Washington state. 72 years later, Hanford is 
still dealing with its nuclear legacy.

Tom Carpenter: When I look at the Hanford site, what I see is not only the 
worst contaminated facility in the United States and certainly one of the top 
ten in the world, I see a threat to humans for thousands of years into the 
future.”

Joce: Tom Carpenter is an attorney and advocate for a group that supports 
workers at the Hanford site. During the Cold War, at it’s height, Hanford 
had nine nuclear reactors and five plutonium plants and produced the 
material for most of the 60-thousand weapons built for the U.S. nuclear 
arsenal. In the 1980’s at the end of the Cold War, weapons production 
stopped. And a massive cleanup began.

Tom Carpenter: For every tiny little spec of plutonium that they made at 
Hanford, there was a ton, literally of very hot chemical waste left over.

Joce: That leftover amounted to 53 million gallons of high level radioactive 
waste, and a huge cost.
David Trimble: You’re missing opportunities to save billions and billions of 
dollars.



Joce: David Trimble oversees nuclear and environmental cleanup projects 
for the Government Accountability Office. The office is calling out the 
Department of Energy in its 2017 high risk report which targets key 
programs vulnerable to fraud, waste and in this case - what it calls 
mismanagement. The DOE crossed its radar for its enormous clean-up tab -
372-billion dollars just last year- half of that specifically to the cleanup of 
nuclear waste at Hanford and at the Savannah River site in South Carolina 
The Savannah River site was built after Hanford to enrich uranium for 
atomic weapons.

David Trimble: DOE is not taking a risk-based approach to its clean-up 
mission, both within a site and across the sites across the nation.

Joce: What does that mean?
David Trimble: Bottom line, it means for the dollars you’re spending , 
you’re not buying down the biggest risk.

Joce: It’s an issue the GAO says it’s been pointing out since the mid-90s, 
calling for more consistency and more oversight to focus cleanup dollars 
on the biggest threats to the environment and people. Other government 
reports put out in 2016 highlight worker safety concerns first addressed in 
a damning 2014 report conducted by experts on behalf of the Department 
of Energy itself. That report issued 46 recommendations designed to 
reduce the risk to workers who breathe in chemical vapors at the site.

Joce: Do you really feel like this ruined your life?
Seth Ellingsworth: Everyday I struggle to breathe. Every day I wake up I 
have to use my breathing machine.

Joce: Seth Ellingsworth claims he got sick after breathing in what experts 
describe as an unidentified chemical cloud; something the government has 
struggled to control and doesn’t have the capability or tools to test for at 
the site.

Seth Ellingsworth: Every worker out there should know the risk. And 
should know what they're breathing in. They should know everything about 
these chemicals and there shouldn't be any question about what it’ll do to 
us.



Joce: Since 2001, workers at Hanford have filed nearly 29,000 claims with a 
special federal compensation fund overseen by the Department of Labor. 
Fewer than half of those were successful and received any payment, but 
the amount paid even in those cases amounted one point three billion 
dollars for medical bills and compensation, related solely to Hanford. That 
money doesn’t come from the contracting firms being paid billions to clean 
up the waste. The $1.3 billion is being paid by taxpayers.

Tom Carpenter: I think to the government, and I think to some bureaucrats 
in the DC area, Hanford is just an expensive curiosity.

Joce: But the work will continue for decades at Hanford and other sites 
across the country, and so will the mounting costs. The GAO is calling for 
the Department of Energy to better manage the cleanup process, so 
Congress can make better decisions about where to spend taxpayer 
dollars.

David Trimble: Everyone needs to take a hard look at their operations and 
look for opportunities to do things smarter, better, quicker, cheaper. So 
this is certainly an area where there’s great opportunity for that given the 
dollars we’re talking about.
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What we see, taste, measure and touch -ordinary matter- comprises only 
5% of the Cosmos. The rest is dark matter and energy. You can believe that 
because I looked it up on the internet when I was pondering the darkness 
last night. With that google search, I joined in the world of genius. Or so 
some seem to think. It's instant genius syndrome and that can be a 
problem. At least according to Tom Nichols a professor of national security 
affairs at the U.S. Naval war college. He's written a book called The Death of 
Expertise.

Sharyl: What's your definition of expert and how does the public 
distinguish between the expert and somebody who's rolling himself out as 
one?

Tom Nichols: Experts are the people who have more knowledge in a 
specialized field and have devoted their life to it than other people. So, it's 
necessarily somewhat exclusive. The people who hold themselves out as 
experts usually are people who don't have much of a track record and 
whose expertise isn't entirely dependent on them asserting it, rather than 
proving it.

Sharyl: In a nutshell, what is the premise of the book?

Tom Nichols: The book is about why we don't listen to experts anymore, 
and not about, it's not about skepticism of experts, it's about thinking that 
we're smarter than experts. Skepticism of experts is natural, it’s part of our 
culture, it's actually a very good part of American culture. What's changed 
is that people now say, “I not only don't trust the doctor or diplomat or an 
electrician or a photographer, I'm smarter than a doctor or a diplomat.”

Sharyl: What do you blame for that?

Tom Nichols: Well, I think we've had a culture of narcissism that's been 
growing for a good 40 years in this country. We've kind of enabled a 
permanently adolescent youth culture. We have now convinced ourselves 
that self-esteem is the highest value in the classroom and in our personal 
lives. And I think that modern education, the modern media being 
segmented into so many different venues and certainly the internet have 



enabled and really empowered all of that narcissistic confidence, that 
unfounded narcissistic confidence.

Sharyl: In today's political environment, how does this apply? This idea 
that people don't listen to experts?

Tom Nichols: We're a republic. We require experts to advise politicians who 
make decisions on our behalf. So, if people don't trust experts and don't 
trust the politicians who have to rely on expert advice, then the whole 
system of republican government starts to come apart.

Sharyl: Do you think part of the current problem has to do with so many 
experts being completely wrong when it came to Campaign 2016?

Tom Nichols: This is such an interesting issue because the way people 
approach experts now, is that if experts get one thing wrong, they assume 
the entire field is completely corrupt. Experts are going to get things 
wrong. Experts are going to make bad calls. There's no such thing as a 100 
percent track record. Part of the problem is that when experts get things 
right, or when things go well, you don't hear about it. Expert failure is like 
plane crashes: people who are afraid to fly remember every plane crash. 
They don't think about the billions of safely traveled miles.

Sharyl: An expert is likely to be more accurate on something that he can 
currently comment on, or that has happened, versus predicting the future, 
true?

Tom Nichols: Yes. Prediction is such a dicey business. The problem is, it's 
what the public demands of us.

Sharyl: And so how does this apply to college campuses?

Tom Nichols: Well, the self-esteem problem has gotten out of hand on 
college campuses, where the students’ happiness is the ultimate value. 
And that professors are taught that students have to be kept happy, and 
that they can't be made to feel bad about anything. Part of learning is being 
wrong.



Sharyl: If some of the problems you describe are not somehow resolved, 
what kind of future do you see?

Tom Nichols: I worry about some really catastrophic outcomes. People 
who doubt their doctors about things like vaccines or medical treatments 
could end up facing a pandemic. People who don't listen to economists or 
financial advisors could end up in an even worse recession or depression 
than the one we experienced last time. People who don't trust diplomats, 
that's the worst outcome to me, because we can find ourselves in a war 
because of populism and uninformed opinions.

Sharyl: When we find ourselves tweeting something out or correcting 
somebody or saying we know better; what would you suggest we say to 
ourselves?

Tom Nichols: Well, as someone who has certainly been, on occasion, 
pretty abrasive on Twitter myself, I think the first thing to ask yourself is, 
are you really right about this? Or, are you simply giving in to the debater’s 
imperative to be right?

FULL MEASURE WITH SHARYL ATTKISSON
Sep 10



30 min.

The latest aggression from North Korea this week builds upon years of 
mounting tension, and is now rising to a threat of war. The fact is, the war 
never ended. We recently visited South Korea to hear from those who have 
lived under North Korea's threat for more than 60 years and have been 
convinced for some time that the dictator does have nuclear weaponry.

Rick Lamb: That is their northern boundary. This is our southern 
boundary.  We're at the world's most dangerous border.

Rick Lamb: Probably the most fortified position on planet Earth.
Rick Lamb led a U.S. military Quick Reaction Force during the last firefight 
here involving Americans. It was 1984, and a defector dashed across the 
border to South Korea. U.S. troops opened fire on North Korean troops that 
followed.

Sharyl Attkisson: You said it escalated very quickly?

Rick Lamb: Oh god, yeah within ten minutes. We basically killed six, we 
captured six, and as we were taking them captive, we got a call from CP 
Seoul who said "stop, pull back, give them an opportunity to save face, let 
them get their wounded and their dead out of South Korea."
Sharyl Attkisson: Is that the key with the relationship over the past few 
decades, the ability to dial back when there is some sort of incident?

Rick Lamb: That is our number one course action.
Today's question is just how to dial back in the face of North Korea's test of 
a supposed hydrogen bomb, and the launch of a new intercontinental 
ballistic missile.

Nikki Haley: His abusive use of missiles and his nuclear threats show that 
he is begging for war.

James Mattis: Any threat to the United States and its territories, including 
Guam or our allies, will be met with a massive military response, both 
effective and overwhelming. 

Sharyl: Lamb says today nerves are on edge.



Rick Lamb: The Kaesong heights behind me, 10,000 pieces of artillery dug 
into granite that can range 1/2 of the population of Korea. 50 million people 
in Korea, 25 million of them live in Seoul and they're under this cannon fire. 
So going to war here, nobody wants it.

Sharyl Attkisson: Do you agree times are growing more dangerous in the 
last year or two?

Rick Lamb: You know you can feel the tension, it's palpable. It's been 
escalating probably since about 2010.

Tension is growing with North Korea's aggressive provocative missile test 
schedule. With 20 launches so far in 2017, this could be a record year.
Here at the demilitarized zone between North and South Korea it's easy to 
understand why a hostile North Korea with nuclear weapons would be seen 
as a game changer. But some here in South Korea have told us they think 
it's the U.S. that has more to worry about. Last Fourth of July, North Korea 
fired off its first intercontinental ballistic missile or ICBM, claiming it could 
reach "anywhere in the world," putting the U.S. within possible range of a 
nuclear strike.

Kim Byeong-gi: They're probably continuing military provocation because 
they want to disrupt the alliance between the U.S. and South Korea before 
the alliance gets stronger.

Congressman Kim Byeong-gi serves on the defense and intelligence 
committees of the Korean national assembly.

Kim Byeong-gi: I'm in a position where I can acquire more information on 
North Korea than others. Considering the pace of nuclear and missile 
development in North Korea, I'm concerned that it's much faster than I had 
thought.

Sharyl Attkisson: Do you think there are other potential victims of nuclear 
weapons in North Korea, such as Japan and even the United States?



Kim Byeong-gi: It's very clear that Japan and United States are not free 
from the threat of North Korea.

And by most accounts, the hostile dictatorship of North Korea is poised to 
become more dangerous, more threatening than ever towards its South 
Korean neighbors, who are going about their daily lives. Hye-hoon Lee 
leads South Korea's opposition party and agrees on the status of North 
Korea's weapons development.

Sharyl Attkisson: Do you think North Korea has nuclear weapons already?

Hye-hoon Lee: I think so. I think a weapon, a nuclear weapon, is almost 
done.

Sharyl Atkisson: Do you think, in your lifetime, you will see North Korea 
attempt some sort of attack on South Korea again?

Hye-hoon Lee: Well, I hope not, but the possibility that they will attack us, 
and the threat that they will attack us, is not good.

Sharyl Attkisson: Do you think North Korea already has nuclear weapons?

Ra Chong-il: Yes, that is the general opinion.
Political science professor Ra Chong-il was a campaign adviser to South 
Korea president Moon Jae-in who was elected in May.

Sharyl Atkisson: What sorts of weapons might they have?

Ra Chong-il: Nuclear weapons basically, and I think they are in the process 
of making them smaller to fit them into nuclear missiles.

Professor Ra told us he'd recently met with a group of European diplomats 
who'd spent three days in North Korea talking to the Kim regime and said 
there may be room for backchannel communications to defuse tensions.

Ra Chong-il: Basically, the North Koreans, they would like to have talks 
with the United States and the South Korea, they are open for talks. They 
are expecting, the US or South Korea to take the initiative in starting, 



starting a talk. One of them told me if North Korea has any message to the 
United States it is "ICBM".

Sharyl Atkisson: ICBM?

Sharyl Attkisson: You think they were being threatening or joking?

Ra Chong-il: Half and half, I think.

Major fighting between North and South Korea ended in 1953, when an 
armistice was signed. The agreement created the Korean demilitarized 
zone but there was no official peace treaty. Which means the Korean War 
never ended. For 64 years, the two countries have been separated by a 
narrow and heavily armed divide. We found both North and South, 
including over 37 thousand American troops, prepared to take up the battle 
again at any moment.

To arrive at the tensest border on the planet, we drove north drove 35 miles 
from South Korea's capital of Seoul. Barbed wire and guard towers appear 
among lush fields of rice before we hit the first checkpoint.
Security is serious because the two countries don't recognize each other 
as sovereign nations. They're still officially at war. Once on site at the 
demilitarized zone, or DMZ, we can look over the mountainous green 
landscape into North Korea. 

Harold Raugh: The DMZ is not demilitarized, it's probably one of the most 
militarized spots on Earth, with a number of divisions and hundreds of 
thousands of soldiers and hundreds of artillery pieces of both the ROK 
army, the Republic of Korea army, and the North Korean army facing each 
other.

Harold Raugh is a military historian assigned here with the combined U.S. 
South Korea forces. What is this music we hear?

Harold Raugh: This is really propaganda. Both sides use multiple platforms 
to get their word to the other side.



Jeffery Lee: The Korean Flag sticking up, that is the last village before, you 
can, you get straight into North Korea.

Captain Jeffrey Lee is among the 37,000 U.S. troops stationed in South 
Korea, more than half here on the front lines.

Sharyl Attkisson: Are you told to be poised for something to happen 
literally any second?

Jeffrey Lee: It's not that we're told, it's just that that's our mission every 
day. This is a picture of what we do on a daily basis. If you look at that 
concrete slab, that's the border, on the far side you have North Korean 
soldiers, here we've got U.S. soldiers and South Korean soldiers standing 
side-by-side. Really facing straight into the gut of the enemy.

Today, just like then, anyone trying to cross the border in either direction 
would likely be shot. The Korean conflict and the role the U.S. plays goes 
back to World War II. The Soviet Union and the U.S. drove out Japan and 
split the peninsula into the Communist North and the non-Communist 
South. In 1950, the North Koreans attacked the South. China backed North 
Korea and the U.S. aided the South. Over three years, 900,000 soldiers were 
killed, including 33,000 U.S. troops. An agreement signed in 1953 didn't end 
the war, but halted the fighting and established this 2 and a half mile wide 
demilitarized zone, or DMZ, on the border. The U.S. has kept troops here 
ever since. While North Korea has deteriorated under decades of 
Communist rule. South Korea has flourished, evolving from from a poverty-
struck nation to a global symbol of economic success.

Tim Kane: No one would have predicted it in 1950, or even 1960, that South 
Korea would become one of the ten wealthiest economies in the world, and 
yet that's what we see today. And it's a democracy. And they protect 
human rights and civil rights.

Military analyst Tim Kane was stationed in South Korea his first 
assignment as a young Air Force Officer back in 1991.

Sharyl Attkisson: How important is the US, South Korea relationship?



Tim Kane: I characterize the U.S. South Korea relationship as the best U.S. 
relationship. Not the strongest, or the longest, or the deepest necessarily, 
but it really highlights what can happen with an alliance based on freedom.

The U.S. South Korea alliance appears more critical than ever amid North 
Korea's escalating rhetoric, but so far, the historic bonds are holding.

Tae Min Suh: There are many good relationships between Korea and the 
United States

Former South Korean Army Lieutenant Tae Min Suh suffered through the 
ravages of the war and its aftermath. That's him in middle talking with a US 
officer. Today, like many older Koreans, he still feels deep gratitude toward 
America.

Sharyl Attkisson: Can you tell me a little about the US relationship with 
Korea in 1950s and 1960s?

Tae Min Suh: At that time our country is very poor and not covered by a 
defense budget then we relied on US assistance, military assistance, as 
well as civilian assistance.

Without that U.S. assistance, many believe South Korea would have been 
overtaken by the Communist north.

Jeffery Lee: From a personal standpoint, it resonates with me a lot more, 
because as a Korean-American, my parents emigrated to the states in the 
80s. If the U.S. hadn't intervened in the Korean conflict in 1950, I wouldn't 
be standing here wearing this uniform today. Standing in a U.S. army 
uniform on the border of North and South Korea. Defending, really freedom 
-on freedom's frontier- to defend against any aggression against the free 
world.

Since the Cold War, the federal government has been preparing for a worst 
case scenario a nuclear attack, or other strike that could shut down how we 
run the nation. Those plans are part of programs carried out in secret, and 
paid for with billions of your tax dollars. The problem: some claim the plans 
for what is called continuity of government doesn’t work and we have no 
idea where those billions of dollars are going. Joce Sterman has more.



September 11, 2001, the nation is under attack.
In New York, the Twin Towers are on fire after two airliners fly into the 
buildings.

In Washington, the Pentagon burns.

And in Sarasota, Florida, President George Bush leaves a classroom of 
schoolchildren, to begin a series of flights on Air Force One to Barksdale 
air force base in Louisiana.

President George W. Bush: Freedom itself was attacked this morning.

Then to Offutt air force base in Nebraska before returning to Washington 
later that afternoon.

Vice President Dick Cheney is whisked to a secure underground location. 
The government went into survival mode.

Garrett Graff: None of these programs worked in the way we had hope that 
they were.

Garrett Graff is author of a book called ‘Raven Rock: The Story of the US 
Government’s Secret Plan to Save Itself, While the Rest of Us Die’.

Garrett Graff: The only time we have ever paid real close attention to these 
plans is after realizing in an emergency they don’t work.

Joce Sterman: Does that highlight the need for more transparency?

Garrett Graff: It highlights both the need for more transparency but also 
more exercises.

Continuity of government plans have been around since President Truman 
and the dawn of the atomic age and each administration has added their 
own touches.

The Greenbrier – the secret bunker built beneath a resort that would have 
housed members of congress - was built on Eisenhower’s watch.



John F. Kennedy’s press secretary Pierre Salinger organized what was 
called a doomsday press corps.

Along with additions, Graff discovered big concerns.

Garrett Graff: This is a shadow government we want as a country but we 
don’t know where they are. We don’t know how many there are. We don’t 
know what we’re spending on them and we don’t have any real idea on 
whether it will work.

Graff’s book highlights a DoD report that came to light during JFK’s time in 
office called cog severely lacking. President Carter’s team called it a worry 
to all familiar with it.

9/11 exposed major flaws in the system from communications problems on 
air force one to even the heroic actions of leaders themselves.

Garrett Graff: Donald Rumsfeld at the Pentagon did exactly the wrong thing 
for these plans and procedures by going to the crash site, by helping to 
evacuate the wounded - literally carrying stretchers out of the Pentagon, 
which was an amazing thing for him to do for a leadership perspective. And 
exactly the wrong thing to do for him to do from a constitutional 
perspective. This is the central tension of these plans.
Graff estimates as much as two-billion dollars a year is allocated for 
continuity plans.

But that’s an estimate at best that he determined by looking at costs 
piecemeal in black budgets spread across government agencies from the 
Department of Defense to the Federal Emergency Management Agency.

Actual spending is even hidden from the Government Accountability Office 
and the lawmakers who approve it, sparking floor speeches like this one 
from Representative Peter Defazio in 2007.



Rep. Peter Defazio on House floor: Maybe there’s something there that’s 
outrageous. The American people need their elected representatives to 
review this plan for the continuity of government.

John Fortier: We found there were many members who understood it was a 
problem but didn’t want to consider all of those worst case scenarios.

John Fortier led a commission established after 9/11, to examine the legal 
and constitutional questions that must be answered, to ensure a continuity 
of government.

John Fortier: It was in a way like people avoiding writing their will, not 
wanting to think about their own demise.

Among the commission’s recommendations: a constitutional amendment 
to speed filling vacant house seats after a massive crisis, and a plan 
considering people outside D.C. for the line of succession

16 years later, after research, congressional momentum and two official 
reports, none of the group’s recommendations have been implemented.

John Fortier: We really have not fixed our fundamental problem. The House 
of Representatives still today - if something big were to happen - many 
members killed, we would not have a good way for getting that body back 
into being for two to six months at a time when you really needed that 
body.

Joce Sterman: What do you think is the biggest consequence of not having 
this plan ironed out before something happens?

John Fortier: I think the biggest problem is chaos.

So formulating a plan, Fortier says - even an imperfect one, is better than 
none to keep the government going when a crisis occurs. I’m Joce 
Sterman, for Full Measure.
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One of the first things President Trump did in office was to sign an 
executive order on January 25 to begin building the wall, but there is no 
funding yet. Many people in Laredo,the site of the busiest commercial land 
port in the US, claim the Rio Grande is a natural border so no physical wall 
is needed.

Mauricio Vidaurri: As you can see, it wasn’t a big place.

Mauricio Vidaurri’s family history is situated on thirteen-hundred raw acres 
of Texas border land. Part of a Spanish land grant, even before there was a 
United States of America.

Mauricio Vidaurri: In this room, in this house, my father was born. Born and 
raised.

The proximity to Mexico means illegal immigrants and drug dealers are a 
constant worry.

Sharyl Attkisson: This is your house that you found broken in?

Mauricio Vidaurri: My sister's house. It was my father's house. They’ll break 
in to the window, and they’ll try to use it as a stash house. Either for illegal 
immigrants or for the dope runners.

As much as he supports tough border security, Vidaurri is against a 
physical border wall, which he says wouldn’t be built on the actual border, 
the middle of the Rio Grande River, but somewhere on the U.S. side. On his 
property.

Mauricio Vidaurri: You build a wall, this cuts off, and they get the water. We 
no longer get the water. They get the water.

Sharyl Attkisson: Mexico?



Mauricio Vidaurri: Yes.

Sharyl Attkisson: A wall could also cut through his hay fields.

Mauricio Vidaurri: The wall can be built right here, right? And anything past 
this, will be no man's land.

An even bigger issue: a border wall could go straight through the family 
cemetery. Thousands of border property owners like Vidaurri are waiting to 
hear what’s coming.

Mauricio Vidaurri: I would say about a year ago it started really, the alarm 
bells started going off.

President Trump: Build the wall, build the wall, build the wall.

In terms of traffic, Vidaurri’s land might seem like the right place for 
President Trump’s wall. It’s in the so-called Laredo Sector of Texas home 
to the busiest commercial port in the US. It’s a bustling entry point for foot 
traffic from Mexico. Both the legal kind over the Gateway to Americas 
International Bridge. And the illegal kind.

A Border Patrol river team takes us on an airboat and we see that the river 
may be a natural barrier between the U.S and Mexico. But here, it’s not hard 
to cross.

Sharyl Attkisson: So what makes this such an active area?

Gabriel Acosta: Okay, so there's a, there's a number of things that make 
this area particularly attractive to the criminal element. It's not too, too 
deep, at some places the river is just, you know, up to your knees, maybe 
your waist.

Scott Good heads Border Patrol in the Laredo Sector.

Sharyl Attkisson: A lot of good people cross the border to come and work. 
Or find a better life. But a lot of them aren't good. A lot of them are criminal 
elements and they pose a great danger.



Scott Good: Yeah, absolutely. Smugglers don't care at all about human life. 
They're very callous. There's so many horrific things that can come from it 
to include: rape, slavery, those kinds of things.

He says a physical wall would help.

Scott Good: Infrastructure like a wall would be valuable to us. As well as 
other things, like the technology to be able to see in this dense brush.

Roberto Castillo: You can see, how if you're unfamiliar with an area, in 
general how difficult it would be to navigate through, through any of this, 
even at night, you know.

Along the banks of the Rio Grande, Webb County Sheriff’s Deputy Roberto 
Castillo shows us countless pathways routinely used for criminal traffic.

Sharyl Attkisson: Is this a path?

Roberto Castillo: It is what it is. It is a trail.

Sharyl Attkisson: What are the feelings here on the border about whether 
there should be an open border or there should be strict border 
enforcement?

Martin Cuellar: It should be strict.

The local sheriff, Martin Cuellar, says there’s a lot of community support 
for tough border enforcement.

Martin Cuellar: Mexico have cartels, cartels, that are operating just across 
the border, and when they're having trouble, and they're fighting either, 
other cartels or the Mexican government, you know, the military, the 
Marines, and when they have problems, guess what they do? They come 
across for safe haven. So, we can't, we can't say we want an open border. 

My job is to protect this community, and I’m going to do everything 
possible to do that.



But like many locals, the Sheriff doesn’t want a physical wall.

Martin Cuellar: I think a smart wall, you know, with drones and sensors and 
high-tech cameras, and people to respond to those areas will be the 
solution to this.

The Webb County Sheriff’s Department has already begun deploying a 
high-tech alternative to a wall called Border SMART. This is the first 
command center bringing in live images from two high-resolution solar-
powered cameras. They’re seeking $90-million dollars in federal tax money 
to blanket 360 miles of border in 7 counties with cameras and response 
teams over five years. Federico Garza is helping to lead the effort.

Federico Garza: By the time that somebody crosses that border and gets 
into our field of operation, we will discover him day and night, and he won't 
know what hit him, until he gets on the highway.

Border SMART might line up with President Trump’s notion that half the 
border, a thousand miles, can protected by technology instead of a wall. In 
July he told reporters off-camera on Air Force One: It’s a 2,000 mile border, 
but you don’t need 2,000 miles of wall because you have a lot of natural 
barriers.

The media reported Trump had suddenly scaled-back his wall and they 
called it a “radical departure,” but he’d actually said the same thing a year 
and a half earlier: that of 2000 miles of border, only half needs a wall or 
fence.

President Trump: And of the two thousand we don’t need two thousand. 
We need a thousand because we have natural barriers etc etc.

In fact, candidate Trump began talking about less wall and more 
technology on this visit to Laredo in July of 2015.

Donald Trump: The mayor has done a fantastic job. Mr. Mayor.

Mayor Saenz: Thank you so Mr Trump.



That’s Laredo mayor Pete Saenz.

Mayor Saenz: He asked about how I felt about the wall. I told him, with all 
due respect it was offensive to Mexico. He listened. He did give an 
interview at the end, basically saying that possibly maybe areas with 
natural barriers like the river, possibly may not take a wall, be conducive to 
having a wall. My understanding is no wall, no fence, no barrier will be built 
in the Laredo city area.

Sharyl Attkisson: And that’s how you’d rather have it?

Mayor Saenz: Oh yes, by all means.

Vidaurri is in the next county over, waiting for word. He wants to stop the 
illegal traffic on his ranch, but save the family homestead.

Mauricio Vidaurri: We see my family's blood sweat and tears in those 
stones and in this land and that's what we have been passed on to protect 
and to preserve. To say, to have a wall just come in here and be built, well, 
you know, you're not respecting what was given to us, granted to us.
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The next big initiative for the Trump administration is tax reform. After the 
failure to rollback Obamacare, they need a win. This week I sat down with 
one of the key architects of tax reform, Gary Cohn, the director of the 
National Economic Council and the chief economic advisor to President 
Trump.

Sharyl Attkisson: Where do we stand on tax reform or tax relief as of 
today?

Gary Cohn: So look Tax reform tax relief are very important to the 
president. I think he's made it abundantly clear that his number one priority 
from a legislative standpoint for 2017 is to get tax reform and tax relief 
completed. He continues to work on it day in and day out. He's putting 
enormous pressure on us here in the administration, but he's also putting 
enormous pressure on Congress to make sure that we get tax reform and 
tax relief done this year. And that's what we're going to do.

Sharyl Attkisson: The Republican Congress hasn't really gotten behind 
much of President Trump's agenda. Does it change with tax reform and tax 
relief or does he count on bringing more Democrats to get this done?

Gary Cohn: The president is committed to tax reform and tax relief. We'd 
love to do a bipartisan tax reform and tax relief bill. If we can do that, that 
would be great. And the president has been working on that. Yesterday I 
was with the president and we had a bipartisan congressional meeting here 
with congressional both Democrats and Republicans. We had dinner with 
the with Nancy Pelosi and Senator Schumer last night talking about taxes. 
And if we can get them to come along with us on a tax plan that makes 
sense, we'd love to(have that)happen. If we need to go alone and we need 
to do with all Republicans, the President's willing to do that. He's totally 
committed to give middle income tax relief to Americans and to bring jobs 
back to America by lowering the business tax rate.



Sharyl Attkisson: I know a lot of this is subject to negotiations. But the 
president said his priority is helping the middle class and he has even said 
that the wealthiest top group will not get any new benefits. What is 
significant benefit or what would be the help you envision the middle class 
receiving?

Gary Cohn: We need to allow our middle class earners the backbone of the 
United States to keep more of their income. We don't need them to go to 
work 40, 60, 80 hours a week and send their money to government. We 
need them to keep their money and spend it in the economy.

Sharyl Attkisson : What is the right now for middle class?

Gary Cohn: It depends what you define middle class is which is always an 
interesting discussion topic. Where you define having you define it.

Sharyl Attkisson: How do you define it?

Gary Cohn: It's a broad target group. When you look at middle class 
income today, and median income in the United States, it is around, it's in 
the high $50000. Is the median income in the United States today.

Sharyl Attkisson : For a family?

Gary Cohn: Yes, a family.

Sharyl Attkisson: And so what kind of relief can they look toward getting in 
terms of maybe a percentage.

Gary Cohn: Yeah I'm not going to comment on percentage here. We are 
committed to give them relief, relief where they will see when they get their 
first paycheck in January of 2018 that they will have more disposable 
income in their hand.

Sharyl Attkisson: You think that's going to happen?

Gary Cohn: I am highly confident that we are going to get a tax bill done.



Sharyl Attkisson: CNBC recently called you the most important man in 
Washington and on Wall Street. And some said if you quit, it would crash 
the markets. What do you think of that?

Gary Cohn: I think that's what CNBC said.

Sharyl Attkisson: Do you have any intentions of leaving?

Gary Cohn: I think that's what CNBC said.

Sharyl Attkisson: Is that yes or no or we don't know?

Gary Cohn: We don't know.

Sharyl Attkisson: OK.

Gary Cohn: Let's put it this way, I am extremely happy doing what I'm 
doing. Think about the opportunity I have today think about what I'm 
working on right now. Tax reform hasn't been done for 31 years to be in the 
front row front center of the opportunity to work on something has been 
done in 31 years where you think you can dynamically change the forward 
trajectory of the United States economy by bringing businesses back to 
America, by changing the business rate where we become competitive with 
the rest of the world where we put Americans back to work, where we 
create an environment where companies compete for labor and they 
compete for labor by paying higher wages and we create wage growth 
something we haven't had for decades in this country. That's an 
unbelievable opportunity that is hard to believe with I'm sitting here in that 
seat.

Sharyl Attkisson: You're a Democrat right.

Gary Cohn: I am.

Sharyl Attkisson: Do you consider it your job to sway President Trump 
some toward your way of thinking about things where it differs? Or does he 
sway you to implement what he thinks ought to be done.



Gary Cohn: I think my job is to deliver facts to the president and allow him 
to make his decisions with the best facts available.
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A year ago, screaming headlines spoke of an immigration crisis in Europe, 
caused by refugees fleeing the Middle East. You may not have heard much 
lately, about what was called the refugee crisis of 2016. Here’s a new 
headline: it hasn’t gone away. In fact, it may be growing worse. Our Scott 
Thuman went to France, to find the danger growing in the new wave of 
refugees.

This is hardly the Paris you may typically picture: the outdoor bathing, 
street begging and long food lines. A new gritty side, to the city of lights.

Scott Thuman: So you’re saying you’re shocked that all of this is 
happening in a city like Paris?

Antoine Bazin: Yeah, yeah, of course. Like Paris and in France, we are the 
human rights country and in this area, we are not a human rights country.

Antoine Bazin runs a team of volunteers called Utopia 56. They manage, 
feed and help a growing number of refugees who are becoming part of a 
Paris underground.

Scott Thuman: You’re seeing new people every single day.

Antoine Bazin: Yeah yeah, we have new people every single day. We are 
the Calais of Paris, or something like this.

Scott Thuman: You are the Calais of Paris.



Antoine Bazin: Yes.

Scott Thuman: So this would then be a different version of the jungle?

Antoine Bazin: Yeah, yeah, yeah, it’s a kind of jungle, we have a jungle in 
the street.

The “jungle” was the controversial refugee camp in Calais, on the northern 
coast of France, that we visited back in 2015. It became a dangerous jump 
point where refugees made risky attempts to cross the Channel into 
Britain. Authorities raided and shut it down. The migrant problem migrated 
to Paris.

This 19 year old is from Sudan.

Scott Thuman: More and more people as you were trying to get here? Big 
crowds of people?

Refugee: “yes. Big, big ... More, more than ever. More than ever.”

Scott Thuman: This may be the greatest example of Paris’ struggle to keep 
up. More than 30 times over the past two years, sites like this have been 
cleared by police, yet still they come, sometimes at a rate of 100 a day.
So what happened to the headlines of the huddled masses? Since the 
tragic photo of a 3 year old Syrian boy stirred the world into outrage, what 
has changed? Little. The child’s father told a German newspaper quote 
“The dying goes on and nobody does anything.”

Paris is proof. There were 85,000 asylum applications last year. Early this 
year, they’re up roughly 20 percent. And while sea crossings overall have 
dropped due to border closings and a crackdown on human traffickers, 
reports indicate millions are still waiting to cross the Mediterranean. Spain 
has seen a dramatic spike in arrivals, Italy has seen a surge too.

Patrick Klugman: These people were on our soil, on our territory, and we 
are Paris. This city means something.
Patrick Klugman is the deputy Mayor of Paris. He contends this is not just a 



Parisian problem. It is the world’s.

Scott Thuman: There is a concern among some, that this isn't just an 
impact on a particular city or a particular country, that this could have a 
destabilizing effect all across Europe.

Patrick Klugman: Of course.

Scott Thuman: Do you think so?

Klugman: Of course. It has already!

Patrick Klugman: We need to understand it's a beginning, not an end. 
There will be more and more migrants. Today it's due to war. Syria. Sudan. 
Tomorrow it will be climate and other reasons. Everyone has to take its 
part, and probably tomorrow you'll have this question in the states.

Patrick Weil: It is why you need the President of the United States, the 
European Union, the President of China, of Russia. There is war there, and 
this will provoke these flows, and we should stop that.

Historian and professor Patrick Weil thinks France should take the lead in a 
global initiative.

Patrick Weil: A lot of the migration which has occurred in the last three 
years were provoked by civil or foreign wars, so there is a global 
negotiation to organize, and it has to be done, otherwise the movement of 
people is a consequence of not stopping the civil or international wars.
In August, leaders from France, Germany, Italy and Spain agreed on a new 
policy: granting asylum to migrants facing imminent threat or danger who 
apply for protection while still in Africa.

That way, they control the flow of refugees before landing on their native 
shores.

Those 4 countries aware that if solutions aren’t found soon. This problem 
will not only test their resources, but also, it's the willingness, to welcome 
those seeking a safe, new homeland.



Patrick Krugman: It's probably one of the biggest challenges we're facing, I 
mean since World War II. And we have to see it this way. One day, our 
children will ask, "What did you do? You didn’t have tv? You didn't see 
these people? Didn't see the boats sinking, etcetera? What did you do?”
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It's hard to believe, but we are now 16 years into the Global War on Terror. 
Today, there are some signs of success in the Middle East against the 
Islamic extremists known as ISIS. U.S. and coalition forces have retaken 
Iraq's capital, Mosul, from ISIS hands. And the terrorists are losing ground 
in Syria. But knocking down ISIS in one spot, means their battled-hardened 
fighters are turning up in new places you probably haven't heard much 
about.

That happened this summer, when ISIS-linked insurgents joined 
established Islamic extremists in the Philippines. We went to southeast 
Asia and the islands of the southern Philippines region of Mindanao... 
where kidnappings, firefights and the threat of terrorism is growing.
These tropical islands and pristine beaches disguise a dangerous reality.
After our nighttime arrival, in a province named Mindanao, in the southern 
Philippines, we’re riding in a caravan guarded by armed security forces
Mindanao is the target of US State Department warnings due to terrorist 
fighting and kidnappings.

Sharyl Attkisson: This is Zamboanga City which is under martial law as the 
country attempts to contain Islamic extremist violence which has been 
bubbling up recently.

We were invited to board military fast boats accompanied by heavily armed 
commandos. It’s the safest way to see the worst areas.
Our guide is a hero in this longstanding war against Islamic terrorists: 
General Lito Sobejana. He heads up a Joint Task Force of the Philippine 
military. Today, the general and his men are actively working to save more 



than a dozen kidnap victims held by Islamic extremists. The day before, 
one of the general’s men was shot and six terrorists killed.

Sharyl Attkisson: Was the fighting yesterday related to the kidnappings or 
something different?

Lito Sobejana: Yes it’s part of our rescue effort.

The battle actually goes back decades.

Lito Sobejana: (gestures) That island is the island province of Basilan. I 
was stationed there in the 90s, and I was even wounded in that island. 
Seriously wounded.. because I had five gunshot wounds all over my body.

Sharyl Attkisson: Fighting Abu Sayyaf?

Lito Sobejana: Fighting Abu Sayyaf.

Abu Sayyaf is considered one of the most violent Islamic jihadist groups-- 
responsible for the Philippines’s worst terrorist attack, the 2004 bombing of 
a ferry that murdered 116 people.

Sobejana received the Philippine medal of honor for his heroics in fighting 
Abu Sayyaf in the 90s.Two decades later, Abu Sayyaf is now said to be 
lining up with ISIS- prompting some to make the argument that Islamic 
extremism in the Philippines deserves more of the world’s attention.

Lito Sobejana: We are now in the middle of the two islands of Santa Cruz. 
These islands are part of Zamboanga
Earlier, we spoke with General Sobejana at Camp Navarro, headquarters of 
the Western Mindanao Command.

Sharyl Attkisson: Could you explain in just a sentence or two to the 
American audience what the fighting is about?

Lito Sobejana: Well initially we followed the ideology of establishing 
Islamic independence in Mindanao. Islamic separatists here in the southern 



Philippines, he says, have been using violence to try to break away and 
establish an islamic state.

We’re there when the General takes a call from the frantic wife of a hostage. 
If she doesn’t pay ransom, the terrorists say they’ll behead him. But there’s 
a strict no ransom policy. ISIS didn’t pioneer the notion of violently 
establishing an international Islamic state or “Caliphate.” Muslim 
extremists in Mindanao have been conducting a terrorist campaign for an 
independent Islamic state since the 1970s.

Gene Yu: We've had reports and information coming in that there’s foreign 
fighters from Saudi and Yemen, ec cetera, down in Mindanao for four years 
now.

Gene Yu is a former Green Beret with US Special Forces, supporting 
Philippine troops fighting the terrorists. He now helps run a private security 
firm here.

He says with ISIS losing its footing in Iraq and Syria seasoned fighters 
fleeing the Mideast are now showing up in the Philippines where there are 
many sympathizers.

Gene Yu: These guys are battle hardened fighters or terrorists that have 
survived essentially the war going head to head with western military 
special operations. These people are not dumb. Okay, they're not 
incompetent fighters, right, to survive that long, only the best guys have 
survived that long...

In May, fighting escalated when hundreds of terrorists attacked the 
Philippine Army in the region’s island city of Marawi, population 200,000. 
Civilians were taken hostage, thousands fled— nearly the entire city was 
later evacuated. After months of fighting, 400 terrorists were dead… so 
were more than a 100 civilians and Philippine troops.

After the latest siege in Marawi, the Philippines has requested additional 
support from America in its ongoing fight against Islamic extremists.

At a recent hearing in the U.S., Joints Chiefs of Staff Vice Chairman Gen. 
Paul Selva suggested that with ISIS now moving into the Philippines, it 



might be time for a new commitment. Or else, he said, there would be a 
possible “long-term catastrophe.”

Paul Selva: "In every case where we see that the resurgence of terror 
networks, particularly in the fragile areas of the southern Philippines, I 
think it’s worth considering whether or not we reinstate a named 
operation,"

The ongoing battle is what prompted Philippine President Rodrigo Duterte 
to declare emergency martial law in May in the Muslim-majority region.
It allows the military to act as the police and to make arrests without 
warrants.

The declaration of martial law has sparked some criticism both in the 
Philippines and internationally. We were there in July when their Congress 
voted overwhelmingly to extend martial law through the end of the year.
We also found support on the streets of Zamboanga From people actually 
living under the terrorist threat.

Sharyl Attkisson: Do you support the martial law?

Woman: Yes for the peace and order in this country, especially Mindanao.

Sharyl Attkisson: Do most people support martial law do you think, most 
people who live here?

Woman: Yes.

This man sells pork at a local market and worries about terrorists coming 
from the Mideast and connecting with local groups like Abu Sayyaf.

Man:This martial law here in the Philippines, in Mindanao, is favorable for 
us.

Here in the southern Philippines there are places where tourists and locals 
can’t move freely without fear of being snatched off the street by Muslim 
terrorist thugs who raise money demanding ransom.  One tourist was 
beheaded in April. Four more victims were captured right before our visit.



Lito Sobejana: Well right now uh in my area of responsibility, that is the 
whole province of Basilan, there are 20. It used to be 16 and then there 
were 4 additional victims.

Sharyl Attkisson: Kidnapped?

Lito Sobejana: Kidnap victims yes and we are trying our best to rescue 
them safely. Uh we have the policy of no ransom so we do not allow 
ransom money to get into the hands of the abductors
He knows where the terrorists are, he says, but can’t simply blow them up 
because they hide among their wives, children and community.
Meantime, General Sobejana continues in his third decade of fighting a 
familiar and brutal enemy.

Sharyl Attkisson: We have talked to some observers who really want this, 
obviously, to get under control because they fear people like the Islamic 
State and other extremists could see this as an opening. This region to 
come in and spread more ideologically based violence here. Do you worry 
about that happening?

Lito Sobejana: Well I think there are indicators that they are here already.

Sharyl Attkisson: Should we be worried about that?

Lito Sobejana: well i think we should do something about this so that their 
number will not become large

They’re working to keep a migrating threat in the war on terror from 
establishing a new beachhead in Southeast Asia.

As for the battleground in the city of Marawi.. after three months of fighting 
Philippine troops have retaken control. The government estimates it will 
cost over a billion dollars to rebuild what the Islamic terrorists destroyed.

Terror attacks in western Europe have seen a huge surge over the past two 
years, since 2015, there have been 53 attacks way up from just two in 2014. 



Horrific tragedies in France, Britain and Belgium come to mind. But one 
country, to date, has been largely spared. Our Scott Thuman traveled to 
Italy and found some remarkable reasons why.

Rome. One of the oldest cities in Europe, called the Eternal City and has 
survived the rise and fall of empires. But in this current global war on 
terror, it has remained unscathed. So why so safe, so far?

Scott Thuman: How much of it, would you say is good work and 
intelligence, and how much of it is good luck?

Giampiero Massolo: Well you know in life, you always need luck so it’s an 
inevitable combination, actually.

Giampiero Massolo was Italy’s Director of Intelligence from 2012 to 2016. 

He says the way current terrorist organizations operate is similar in some 
respects to another group they’ve been fighting for decades, the Mafia. And 
that experience is paying off.

Italy monitors suspects closely, has constant and open communication 
with police at the local level and, a key tool, wire and phone taps, can be 
approved at lightning speed.

Giampiero Massolo: All the process is fairly quick and this is something 
that we learned exactly from domestic terrorists and from Mafia we 
developed these kinds of things

And without some of the strictures of other European nations, like 
Germany or Belgium, highly sensitive to people’s privacy and often 
reluctant to surveil or tap citizens.

After they find potential targets, or threats, the Italians employ another fast 
tactic: deportation.



Giampiero Massolo: We conduct a very severe policy of expulsions. That 
is, we kick off people from this country in a very early stage, we don’t wait. 
Better sooner than later.

Scott Thuman: And when you decide to deport someone, to kick them out, 
you can do it pretty quickly, can’t you?

Giampiero Massolo: Yes, yeah.
Italy, and specifically the Vatican, has long been a target of ISIS. In fact, 
just last year the terror group renamed its on-line magazine, Rumiyah. 

Translation: Rome.

The police and military presence in Rome seems overwhelming, from the 
Coliseum to the Trevi Fountain, tourists are blatantly reminded of the 
threat, and would-be attackers, reminded of the forces they would face, 
between serious-minded soldiers and a serious array of security cameras. 
And ironically, there is another mafia factor at play, Nicola Pedde of the 
Institute for Global Studies says, that is protecting the country.

Niola Pedde: For example, Italy has very strict regulation, uhh, with effect 
to firearms. And, uh, so, if you don’t have a legal capacity to, to buy and to 
hold firearms, the only chance is, to, resort to the organized criminality

Scott Thuman: So, if a Jihadist or a sympathizer, someone radicalized, 
wanted to get their hands on weapons illegally, they might have to go to 
organized crime families or the Mafia to get them, and that family may say 
‘no.’

Nicola Pedde: Yes. Ninety percent, they will have to refer to them.

The Muslim community as a whole, also, has a peculiar position in italy. 
Despite more than a million followers living here, Islam is not recognized 
as an official religion, which makes opening schools or community centers 
more difficult. The minaret at the Grand Mosque is the only symbol of 
Muslim faith you’ll see in the Roman skyline. But one of its leaders says 
that’s all the more reason for Muslims to be peaceful, and eventually, with 
hopes of winning over government skeptics.



Scott Thuman: So to be a good Muslim, you said, is to be a good Italian?

Imam Salah Ramadan Elsayed: Yes, according to the Koran!

Imam Salah Ramadan Elsayed says efforts to maintain a peaceful 
reputation for Muslims in Italy is critical work. And sometimes that work 
takes him behind bars, where radicalization can occur.

Imam Salah Ramadan Elsayed: it’s very important for the Imam to visit 
prisoners, to reach them. You are eating here and you are drinking the 
water of Italy so you must be loyal to Italy!

Scott Thuman: So you’re saying, by going to prisons, by speaking to 
people and teaching them not only to love Islam but to love Italy

Imam Salah Ramadan Elsayed: Yeah to be integrated

Scott Thuman: prevents radicalization and prevents attacks?

Imam Salah Ramadan Elsayed: Yeah, it helps very much to prevent attacks 
to prevent the formation of bad mentality, to make open mentality.

The lack of attacks may also be partially due to Italy’s reduced combat role 
in the anti- Islamic State coalition. And, maybe, by avoiding the 
accusations and labels, that might make them a target.

Scott Thuman: Are you, are you saying that Italy doesn’t make as many 
enemies?

Nicola Pedde: If you look, for example, the case of, uh, Italy with respect to 
groups like Hezbollah. Hezbollah is not recognized as a terrorist entity in 
Italy, or the Muslim Brotherhood. So our position is, is quite different from 
most of the others.

Scott Thuman: Are you surprised, that you’ve been so successful so far?
Nicola Pedde: Ha, you know we live day by day and so we are sober 
enough to think that sooner or later, but until now it didn’t happen.



Sharyl: But Italy is targeted by ISIS, right? They just haven't been 
successful?

Scott: Giamperro Massolo, the former head of intelligence tells me not only 
would Italians be very surprised if they had any clue how many plots have 
been foiled, he says they'd also be quite proud, of what the intelligence 
agencies have done, but never made public.

2 News on KJZZ

3rd District Poll (Aired 07/10/2017 @ 9pm, 2:00 minutes) – With the special 
election approaching, a series of new polls give the GOP the advantage in 
the race to replace Congressman Jason Chaffetz. Three republicans are in 
the race including, Provo Mayor John Curtis, Tanner Ainge and former Utah 
lawmaker Chris Herrod. According to new polls from Dan Jones and 
Associates, all three are favored to beat Democrat Kathryn Allen in 
November. This story keeps our viewers informed on the upcoming 
election of a public official, lets them know who is leading the race and 
explains why the republicans seem to be dominating the campaign. 

3rd district debate (Aired 07/11/2017 @ 9pm, 2:15 minutes) – Half of the 
republican voters in the 3rd Congressional District are still "undecided" 
about who should replace Jason Chaffetz. Five candidates faced off in a 
debate in Utah County last night. Each candidate says they did well, as you 
might expect, but each tried very hard to make their pitch to voters. These 
candidates are trying to cement their place in the general election. Only 
one will go onto to face democrat, Kathryn Allen. This story gives viewers 
the highlights from the debate and gives them vital information need before 
casting their ballot. 

Lee Town Hall (Aired 07/12/2017 @ 9pm, 1:30 minutes) – Senate 
Republicans are expected to release the newest version of the health care 
bill tomorrow. Utah Senator Mike Lee took questions about it tonight during 
virtual town hall meeting. Lee says even though this second Republican 
version of the bill is scheduled to come out tomorrow it's still a mystery to 
him what exactly is inside it. This story lets viewer know about the latest 
step in the effort to replace and repeal Obamacare. It also explains why the 



previous versions of the bills have failed and what Senator Lee want to see 
in the new version. 

Lee Healthcare Dead (Aired 07/17/2017 @ 9pm, 2:30 minutes) – A crushing 
blow for the GOP and President Trump, as their latest plan to repeal and 
replace Obamacare is dead. Utah Senator Mike Lee and another senator 
announced they will not vote for the bill, which means it does not have 
enough support to pass. Lee said in a statement he could not support the 
so called “Cruz Amendment,” which would allow insurance companies 
offering Obamacare to also offer cheaper, stripped down policies. This 
story lets viewers know that the health care battle has hit another 
roadblock, explains the role a Utah Senator played in the killing of the bill 
and gives details on what happens next. 

Huntsman Russia Nomination (Aired 07/18/2017 @ 9pm, 1:45 minutes) – 
After months of speculation, The White House says Jon Huntsman Jr. will 
officially be nominated as ambassador to Russia. Huntsman is no stranger 
to ambassadorships. He served as U.S. Ambassador to Singapore from 
1992 to 1993. A decade later, Huntsman was elected Utah's 16th Governor. 
He then served as Ambassador to China during the Obama Administration. 
If Huntsman makes it through the nomination process in the senate, He will 
have served in every single presidential administration since Ronald 
Reagan. This story keeps our viewers up to date on a major story we’ve 
been following for months, gives a glimpse at Huntsman’s political 
background and explains how the nomination process works. 

Healthcare Protest (Aired 07/25/2017 @ 9pm, 2:30 minutes) – Both senator 
Orrin Hatch and Senator Mike Lee voted to begin debate to repeal and 
replace Obamacare. Hatch says the vote is a critical first step in fixing our 
broken healthcare system. Lee hopes his colleagues will honor their 
promise on repealing Obamacare. In Salt Lake, more than 100 people 
showed up to protest Hatch and Lee's votes. This story explains the impact 
of the latest vote, gives people directly affect a chance to explain why they 
don’t like the idea and lets viewers know what happens next in the process. 

National Anthem singer speaks out (Aired 8/9/17 @ 9pm 1:30 minutes)- A 
woman’s rendition of the National Anthem at the Summit County fair goes 
viral after officials publically apologized for her performance. Some people 
questioned whether the woman was drunk, but Jennie Lea insists she was 



not. Lea says she was trolled online after the performance and it’s been a 
huge blow to her pride. Lea says feedback and not having a sound check 
before the performance led to the poor vocals.  After this video went viral, 
this story gave viewers the opportunity to hear the singer’s side to the story.

Julie Dole Meeting (Aired 08/10/2017 @ 9pm, 2:00 minutes) – The acting 
Salt Lake County recorder says the republican party is running a smear 
campaign against her. Julie Dole is accused of covering for former 
recorder Gary Ott, who exhibited diminished mental capacity before his 
recent resignation. Dole says she often encouraged Ott to resign but was 
not successful, and was bound by confidentiality. This story gives our 
viewers a change to hear Dole’s side of the story as the GOP party has 
launched an investigation into her actions. It also explains that Dole is 
facing six other candidates to replace Ott. 

3rd District Elections (Aired 08/15/2017 @ 9pm, 5:00 minutes) – The primary 
race to replace Jason Chaffets is over. The Associate press had declared 
John Curtis the winner of the GOP primary election in the 3rd 
congressional district. But one of the candidates is not ready to concede. 
In this team coverage, we let viewers hear from the winner and the 
candidate who is holding out hope that he can make a comeback. We also 
look ahead to the general election where the winner of this race will face 
the Democratic candidate, Kathryn Allen. 

Dole Old Endorsements (Aired 08/16/2017 @ 9pm, 2:00 minutes) – There's a 
bizarre drama playing out on Facebook involving a candidate for Salt Lake 
County recorder. Julie Dole has been posting old endorsements on her 
Facebook page from 2011, when she was running for county republican 
chair. Those whose pictures are showing up online say she's implying 
they're endorsing her for recorder and when in actually they are not. This 
story gives those whose old endorsements are being used a chance to set 
the record straight. It also explains that Dole has been told by the 
lieutenant governor's office to take down the posts but she's refused. 

Anti-Trump Tracking (Aired 08/16/2017 @ 9pm, 2:20 minutes) – Anti-Trump 
activists here in Utah are concerned about a CNN report that President 
Trump is trying to get information on some of the people resisting him. The 
report claims the Justice Department wants to get the names, email 
addresses and pictures of the one-point-three million Americans who 



visited a website that circulates information about anti-trump protests. This 
story tells our viewers what President Trump is trying to do and explains 
why one local organization is crying foul. 

SLCO Recorder Election (Aired 08/17/2017@ 9pm, 2:00 minutes) – Salt Lake 
County has a new county record. State Representative, Adam Gardiner, 
beat seven other candidates for the job, replacing Gary Ott who resigned 
due to a mental health issue. As part of his first order of business, Gardiner 
says he plans to fire the interim county recorder, Julie Dole. Dole has been 
at the center of controversy surrounding Ott, with many claiming she was 
covering up Ott’s mental health issue. This story bring closure to an 
ongoing story we have been covering for months and lets our viewers 
know there is a new recorder in office. 

Provo Woman Mayor (Aired 08/26/2017 @ 9pm, 1:45 minutes) – In nearly 
175 years, Provo has never had a female mayor but that's about to change 
with two female candidates in the running to replace John Curtis. Michelle 
Kaufusi and Sherrie Hall Everett will both advance to the general election. 
Both women say it's not just about gender and that the most qualified 
person should hold the office. This story explains that the glass ceiling in 
Provo in being broken, gives each candidate a chance to say why they 
should be elected and lets viewers know when they will cast their ballots in 
the race. 


