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What I’m concerned about is because 

we haven’t gotten our fiscal house in 
order, we are not able to invest in a lot 
of things, like medical research and 
roads and education, the way we need 
to in order to be prepared for the fu-
ture. I’ve got a 3-year-old and a 5-year- 
old, and I want their America to be as 
good as the one that I grew up in. To do 
that, we have to invest in these things. 

So I call this the ‘‘PAC-MAN prob-
lem’’ because nearly two-thirds of our 
Federal budget is on autopilot. It’s 
mandatory spending. Medicare, Med-
icaid, Social Security, and interest 
make up that mandatory spending; and 
this is money that’s basically spent 
without congressional approval be-
cause it’s written into the law. Unless 
we save and strengthen those programs 
represented by the yellow here, then 
they’re going to go bankrupt; and 
they’re going to crowd out the invest-
ments that we need to make that will 
help families and help grow our econ-
omy. Basically, PAC-MAN eventually 
will swallow all the investments up; 
and when it does, all the spending for 
medical research, scientific develop-
ment, and all of these other things will 
go away. So we’ve got to get that under 
control for our families. 

Mrs. ROBY. We do. I thank the gen-
tleman from Arkansas. I know you ran 
over here to join us tonight. I thank all 
of those States and districts that are 
represented here tonight. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

f 

REPORT ON RESOLUTION PRO-
VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF 
H.R. 1549, HELPING SICK AMERI-
CANS NOW ACT 

Mr. BURGESS (during the Special 
Order of Mrs. ROBY), from the Com-
mittee on Rules, submitted a privi-
leged report (Rept. No. 113–46) on the 
resolution (H. Res. 175) providing for 
consideration of the bill (H.R. 1549) to 
amend Public Law 111–148 to transfer 
fiscal year 2013 through fiscal year 2016 
funds from the Prevention and Public 
Health Fund to carry out the tem-
porary high risk health insurance pool 
program for individuals with pre-
existing conditions, and to extend ac-
cess to such program to such individ-
uals who have had creditable coverage 
during the 6 months prior to applica-
tion for coverage through such pro-
gram, which was referred to the House 
Calendar and ordered to be printed. 

f 

RADICAL ISLAM AND THE ‘‘T’’ 
WORD 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
YOHO). Under the Speaker’s announced 
policy of January 3, 2013, the Chair rec-
ognizes the gentleman from Texas (Mr. 
GOHMERT) for 30 minutes. 

Mr. GOHMERT. Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 

I must say how proud I am of the 
Members of Congress from the class 
that came in 2 years ago and of those 

who are coming in now. It’s an honor 
to serve with folks who care so much 
about the country and where we’re 
going; but to know where we’re going, 
it’s important to know where we’ve 
been. 

Of course, over the last week or so, 
we have endured terrible heartache be-
cause it wasn’t just Boston that was 
attacked, and it wasn’t just the little 
town of West, Texas, that lost so many 
people. E pluribus unum—‘‘out of 
many, one.’’ When tragedy strikes, we 
come together as one people to mourn. 
That has been true in the past. That’s 
why it’s so heartbreaking when Ameri-
cans note that some gloat when other 
Americans are killed. Thank goodness 
it’s such a rare thing. But with the 
tragedies in Boston and with the horror 
of the explosion and fire down in West, 
down in BILL FLORES’ district, we will 
continue to pray for those who are en-
during such suffering, for those who 
have lost loved ones. There is no easy 
way to lose a loved one. Everyone in 
America has either lost a loved one or 
will; and when it happens, it allows you 
to empathize and sympathize so much 
more easily with those who have lost 
loved ones. So we grieve; we mourn. 

An important after-tragedy aspect 
for those who are in government is to 
make sure that we figure out exactly 
what went wrong so that Americans 
are spared this tragedy in the future. A 
former Secretary of State once asked 
in the aftermath of a tragedy, which 
she was overseeing in the department, 
what difference does it make? Having 
had Embassies attacked before—and 
yet this consulate in Benghazi was not 
adequately protected—it raises very se-
rious issues, and the answer should be 
very clear when the question is: What 
difference does it make? 

It makes a difference in not having 
to console those who have lost and 
mourned with those who have lost and 
consoled and help those who are trying 
to heal. It means all of that suffering 
doesn’t happen if we find the mistakes 
and make sure they are not replicated 
in the future. 

It was difficult—and it continues to 
be difficult—to get information out of 
the State Department, out of Home-
land Security in having questioned the 
Secretary of Homeland Security myself 
and finding that she couldn’t even an-
swer how many members of the Muslim 
Brotherhood were part of her closest 
advisory council, the Homeland Secu-
rity Advisory Council, or what back-
grounds people had that would indicate 
ties to the Muslim Brotherhood within 
her Countering Violent Extremism 
Working Group. It’s called the Coun-
tering Violent Extremism Working 
Group because, heaven forbid, we 
should offend anyone who is trying to 
kill us and wants to destroy our way of 
life. 

It’s also interesting as we dig into 
the situation—I mean, I’ve been ham-
mered in the last week and accused of 
being an intolerant racist simply be-
cause people did not know the facts 

when they leveled such allegations, but 
I don’t expect any apologies as they 
find out the truth that, yes, there have 
been radical Islamists who have been 
known to have changed their Islamic 
surnames to Hispanic-sounding names 
and to have falsified their identifica-
tion documents so they would appear 
to be Hispanic and then make their 
way across our southern border. 
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There is nothing racist in that. In 
fact, it actually can be construed as a 
compliment because these people knew 
that radical Islamists were not wanted 
in this country and that in this coun-
try most of us are greatly appreciative 
of the heritage that Hispanics bring. 

As I’ve said many times, I think 
something that has been a 
foundational part of making America 
great has been, generally speaking— 
with a hat tipped to atheists and all 
the other religions in America—tradi-
tionally there was a faith in God, there 
was a devotion to family and there was 
a hard work ethic. And generally 
speaking, that’s what I see more than 
any other things in the Hispanic cul-
ture. I’m hoping that culture will help 
revive those aspects in our American 
culture. So it’s certainly not intended 
as a snub, and, in fact, it is just stating 
a fact. This is something that’s oc-
curred. But it’s always apparently a 
fun game for liberals to preach about 
tolerance and then be the most intoler-
ant people in the country when it 
comes to conservatives or conservative 
Christians. 

Jesus told us 2,000 years ago, You’ll 
suffer for my sake. I didn’t suffer as a 
Christian growing up, but some are all 
too willing to oblige nowadays to make 
sure that Christians do suffer, that 
they are persecuted, that they are con-
demned for their religious beliefs; and 
they go after Christians in a way that 
they would never seek to condemn even 
radical Islamists. 

But I hope that out of the disaster 
and the heartbreak and the harm and 
damage that came not just to Boston, 
Massachusetts, but to a central heart-
beat of America and Boston, which is 
such an important and integral part of 
America—we all got hit on 9/11. We got 
hit as Americans when our consulate 
was hit and four Americans were killed 
in Libya. We got hit when rebels took 
the weapons that this administration 
helped provide and killed Americans in 
Algeria. 

We all take a hit when there are mis-
takes in judgment, mistakes in judg-
ment like helping bomb Qadhafi, even 
though this administration had agree-
ments with him. He was providing intel 
on radical Islamic terrorists. Well, that 
source is gone now. And this adminis-
tration, despite being warned by many 
of us that, Look, we know there are al 
Qaeda that are actually embedded in 
the revolutionaries; don’t help until we 
know who we’re helping, but this ad-
ministration made clear it didn’t need 
congressional approval and it did not 
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need congressional authority. It had 
been asked to help by the Organization 
of Islamic Council and by NATO. So 
forget what all the elected Representa-
tives of Texas and all 49 other States 
and all of the territories think, I’ll just 
do what I want. 

I am proud to count Michael 
Mukasey as a friend. I had tremendous 
respect for him as a judge back when 
he presided over many trials, but par-
ticularly the trial of the Blind Sheik 
after the attempted bombing of the 
World Trade Center in 1993. He did a 
great job, and the prosecutors did great 
jobs. Andrew McCarthy should ever 
have the thanks and the acclaim he de-
serves instead of the condemnation he 
often gets. When you’re around Andrew 
McCarthy and Michael Mukasey, no 
matter what your IQ is, the average is 
quite high. 

As a former attorney general, former 
Federal judge, Michael Mukasey said 
in his article that was printed April 21 
by The Wall Street Journal—there are 
so many fantastic points that need to 
be brought out. These are Michael 
Mukasey’s words. He said: 

If your concern about the threat posed by 
the Tsarnaev brothers is limited to assuring 
that they will never be in a position to re-
peat their grisly acts, rest easy. 

The elder, Tamerlan—apparently named 
for the 14th-century Muslim conqueror fa-
mous for building pyramids of his victims’ 
skulls to commemorate his triumphs over 
infidels—is dead. The younger, Dzhokhar, 
will stand trial when his wounds heal, in a 
proceeding where the most likely uncer-
tainty will be the penalty. No doubt there 
will be some legal swordplay over his inter-
rogation by the FBI’s High-Value Interroga-
tion Group without receiving Miranda warn-
ings. But the only downside for the govern-
ment in that duel is that his statements may 
not be used against him at trial. This is not 
much of a risk when you consider the other 
available evidence, including photo images 
of him at the scene of the bombings and his 
own reported confession to the victim whose 
car he helped hijack during last week’s ter-
ror in Boston. 

But if your concern is over the larger 
threat that inheres in who the Tsarnaev 
brothers were and are, what they did, and 
what they represent, then worry—a lot. 

For starters, you can worry about how the 
High-Value Interrogation Group, or HIG, will 
do its work. That unit was finally put in 
place by the FBI after so-called ‘‘underwear 
bomber’’ named Umar Farouk 
Abdulmutallab tried to blow up the airplane 
in which he was traveling as it flew over De-
troit on Christmas Day in 2009 and was ad-
vised of his Miranda rights. The CIA interro-
gation program that might have handled the 
interview had by then been dismantled by 
President Obama. 

At the behest of such Muslim Brotherhood- 
affiliated groups as the Council on American 
Islamic Relations and the Islamic Society of 
North America and other self-proclaimed 
spokesmen for American Muslims, the FBI 
has bowdlerized its training materials to ex-
clude references to militant Islamism. Does 
this delicacy infect the FBI’s interrogation 
group as well? 

Will we see another performance like the 
Army’s after-action report following Major 
Nidal Hasan’s rampage at Fort Hood in No-
vember 2009, preceded by his shout ‘‘allahu 
akhbar’’—a report that spoke nothing of mil-
itant Islam but referred to the incident as 

‘‘workplace violence’’? If tone is set at the 
top, recall that the Army chief of staff at the 
time said the most tragic result of Fort Hood 
would be if it interfered with the Army’s di-
versity program. 

Presumably, the investigation into the 
Boston terror attack will include inquiry 
into not only the immediate circumstances 
of the crimes but also who funded Tamerlan 
Tsarnaev’s months-long sojourn abroad in 
2012 and his comfortable lifestyle. Did he 
have a support network? What training did 
he, and perhaps his younger brother, receive 
in the use of weapons? Where did the elder of 
the two learn to make the suicide vest he re-
portedly wore? The investigation should in-
clude, as well, a deep dive into Tamerlan’s 
radicalization, the Islamist references in the 
brothers’ social media communications, and 
the jihadist Web sites they visited. 

Will the investigation probe as well the 
FBI’s own questioning of Tamerlan 2 years 
ago at the behest of an unspecified foreign 
government, presumably Russia, over his in-
volvement with jihadist Web sites and other 
activities? Tamerlan Tsarnaev is the fifth 
person since 9/11 who has participated in ter-
ror attacks after questioning by the FBI. He 
was preceded by Nidal Hasan; drone casualty 
Anwar al-Awlaki; Abdulhakim Mujahid Mu-
hammad—born Carlos Leon Bledsoe—who 
murdered an Army recruit in Little Rock in 
June 2009; and David Coleman Headley, who 
provided intelligence to the perpetrators of 
the Mumbai massacre in 2008. That doesn’t 
count Abdulmutallab, who was the subject of 
warnings to the CIA that he was a potential 
terrorist. 
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If the intelligence yielded by the FBI’s in-
vestigation is of value, will that value be 
compromised when this trial is held, as it 
most certainly will be, in a civilian court? 
Dzhokhar Tsarnaev’s lawyers, as they have 
every right to do, will seek to discover the 
intelligence and use it to fashion a case in 
mitigation if nothing else, to show that his 
late brother was the dominant conspirator 
who had access to resources and people. 

There is also cause for concern that this 
was obviously a suicide operation—not in the 
direct way of a bomber who kills all of his 
victims and himself at the same time by 
blowing himself up, but in the way of some-
one who conducts a spree, holding the stage 
for as long as possible, before he is cut down 
in a blaze of what he believes is glory. Here, 
think Mumbai. 

Until now, it has been widely accepted in 
law enforcement circles that such an attack 
in the U.S. was less likely because of the dif-
ficulty organizers would have in marshaling 
the spiritual support to keep the would-be 
suicide focused on the task. That analysis 
went out the window when the Tsarnaevs fol-
lowed up the bombing of the marathon by 
murdering a police officer in his car, an act 
certain to precipitate the violent confronta-
tion that followed. 

It has been apparent that with al Qaeda 
unable to mount elaborate attacks like the 
one it carried out on 9/11, other Islamists 
have stepped in with smaller and less intri-
cate crimes, but crimes that are nonetheless 
meant to send a terrorist message. These in-
clude Faisal Shahzad, who failed to detonate 
a device in Times Square in 2010, and would- 
be subway bomber Najibullah Zazi and his 
confederates. 

Is this, as former CIA Director Michael 
Hayden put it, the new normal? 

There is also cause for concern in the 
President’s reluctance, soon after the Boston 
bombing, even to use the ‘‘t’’ word—ter-
rorism—in his vague musing on Friday about 
some unspecified agenda of the perpetrators, 

when by then there was no mystery: the 
agenda was jihad. 

For 5 years we have heard, principally 
from those who wield executive power, of a 
claimed need to make fundamental changes 
in this country, to change the world’s—par-
ticularly the Muslim world’s—perception of 
us, to press the ‘‘reset’’ button. We have 
heard not a word from those sources sug-
gesting any need to understand and confront 
a totalitarian ideology that has existed since 
at least the founding of the Muslim Brother-
hood in the 1920s. 

The ideology has regarded the United 
States as its principal adversary since the 
late 1940s, when a Brotherhood principal, 
Sayid Qutb, visited this country and was 
aghast at what he saw as its decadence. The 
first World Trade Center bombing in 1993, al 
Qaeda attacks on American embassies in 
Kenya and Tanzania in 1998, and on the USS 
Cole in 2000, the 9/11 attacks, and those in the 
dozen years since were all fueled by Islamist 
hatred for the U.S. and its values. 

There are Muslim organizations in this 
country, such as the American Islamic 
Forum for Democracy, headed by Dr. Zuhdi 
Jasser, that speak out bravely against the 
totalitarian ideology. They receive no shout- 
out at Presidential speeches; no outreach is 
extended to them. 

One of the Tsarnaev brothers is dead; the 
other might as well be. But if that is the 
limit of our concern, there will be others. 

Michael MuKasey is a great, patri-
otic American, a brilliant American. 

And now, we have those who have 
told us that we must pass gun control 
legislation that they, most of them, 
even acknowledge would not have af-
fected the horror at Sandy Hook at all. 
But they say you must pass gun con-
trol legislation for the benefit, in the 
memory of Sandy Hook, utilizing that 
horrible murder spree to try to justify 
their political agenda. 

My first question is: Will the legisla-
tion you’re proposing, would it have 
changed the outcome at Sandy Hook or 
Colorado or any of the mass murders? 
When the proponents say no, it 
wouldn’t have changed Sandy Hook at 
all, then the next question is: All right, 
what other legislation do you have, 
something that might make a dif-
ference? Don’t bring things that won’t 
make a difference other than to further 
your political agenda. Let’s do some-
thing to change what has happened in 
the past so it won’t happen in the fu-
ture. 

So now we’re told: Oh, gee, you 
should not use the Boston bombing as a 
wake-up call to make sure that we look 
more closely at people coming in who 
might want to harm us. The FBI got a 
heads-up from Russia, for heaven’s 
sake, and I understand that they would 
have viewed the Russians’ complaint 
and their information with a jaundiced 
eye because they’d say: Well, they 
don’t care for the Chechens anyway. 
But they got a heads-up. And we’ve al-
ready seen, and I can’t go into what 
was classified—it shouldn’t have been; 
it shouldn’t be classified—but all of the 
documents that have been purged from 
the FBI training materials because we 
had heard and read and found out from 
people involved in the FBI that they’re 
eliminating words. 

I had a chart up here that explained, 
under the 9/11 report, the words 
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‘‘Islam’’ and ‘‘jihad’’ and ‘‘radical.’’ 
These were words used commonly in 
the 9/11 report. But since then, since we 
had a new President and new regime 
and new Justice Department under At-
torney General Eric Holder, and since 
the FBI had partnered with CAIR, one 
of the two known, as the Federal Court 
in Dallas and in the Fifth Circuit Court 
of Appeals had said, the two largest 
Muslim Brotherhood front organiza-
tions, CAIR, the Council of American- 
Islamic Relations, and ISNA, the Is-
lamic Society in North America, those 
are the two largest front organizations 
for Muslim Brotherhood, and this ad-
ministration had embraced them and 
responds to them regularly and has the 
president of ISNA to the White House 
and even to the State Department and 
gets his input on things of importance. 

So we have Muslim Brotherhood 
front organization members leading, 
guiding, directing this administration. 
They kept telling the President appar-
ently, from what we’ve seen, because 
certainly that’s what the President and 
Secretary of State Clinton said, hey, 
they don’t dislike the administration, 
don’t watch them burn the President in 
effigy, no, they love him, but it’s just 
they’re mad about a video. Or they’re 
mad about perceptions of the U.S. They 
love our President. 

Well, read the polls overseas and 
you’ll find out that’s not the case. 

But for those who say: Look, the les-
son from Boston ought to be that we 
need to rush through at least 11 mil-
lion—some think it may be as high as 
20 million—people who are in this 
country legally—or illegally and make 
them legal as quickly as possible be-
cause that will allow us a complete and 
thorough report on these people, but I 
would only submit, if the FBI is still 
using the purged lexicon where they 
can’t talk about jihad or can’t talk 
about all of the things that were re-
moved from their training manuals and 
FBI agents were told they can’t use 
anymore, how do you go question a 
proponent of killing Americans, a pro-
ponent of radical murderist jihad with-
out talking about jihad, without talk-
ing about the words that radical 
Islamists use? 

That must have been quite an inter-
rogation of the now-deceased Tamerlan 
since they couldn’t use the words that 
would have told him what he really be-
lieved in. And now, FBI agents who are 
so overworked they couldn’t even do a 
proper investigation of a guy after Rus-
sia gives them a heads-up and gives 
them information, and now the solu-
tion, we’re told, is to bring in 11 mil-
lion more, rush them by the FBI, and 
then we’ll know whether they’re ter-
rorists? You think? 

b 2130 
Or are we going to come down here 

and repeatedly have to express truth-
fully and honestly how our heart 
breaks for Americans that were killed 
because we never learned our lesson, 
because we had people that thought, 
what difference does it make? 

America deserves better. We have a 
pledge that we take to protect this 
country, this blessed country, from all 
enemies, foreign and domestic; and I 
hope and pray we’ll begin to better live 
up to that oath. 

At the same time as I pray and 
mourn for those who’ve lost, who are 
suffering, it is my prayer that God Al-
mighty will wrap His protective hands 
around this country, and that this 
country will give the Good Lord reason 
to do so. 

With that, Mr. Speaker, I yield back 
the balance of my time. 

f 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE 

By unanimous consent, leave of ab-
sence was granted to: 

Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California (at 
the request of Ms. PELOSI) for today 
and the balance of the week on account 
of medical surgery. 

f 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED 

Karen L. Haas, Clerk of the House, 
reported and found truly enrolled a bill 
of the House of the following title, 
which was thereupon signed by the 
Speaker: 

H.R. 1246. An act to amend the District of 
Columbia Home Rule Act to provide that the 
District of Columbia Treasurer or one of the 
Deputy Chief Financial Officers of the Office 
of the Chief Financial Officer of the District 
of Columbia may perform the functions and 
duties of the Office in an acting capacity if 
there is a vacancy in the Office. 

f 

ADJOURNMENT 

Mr. GOHMERT. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 9 o’clock and 31 minutes 
p.m.), under its previous order, the 
House adjourned until tomorrow, 
Wednesday, April 24, 2013, at 10 a.m. for 
morning-hour debate. 

f 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 
ETC. 

Under clause 2 of rule XIV, executive 
communications were taken from the 
Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

1190. A letter from the Secretary, Depart-
ment of Defense, transmitting a letter on the 
approved retirement of General John R. 
Allen, United States Marine Corps, and his 
advancement on the retired list in the grade 
of general; to the Committee on Armed Serv-
ices. 

1191. A letter from the Secretary, Depart-
ment of Health and Human Services, trans-
mitting a report on Health Plan Value Meth-
odology; to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

1192. A letter from the Deputy Bureau 
Chief, Wireline Competition Bureau, Federal 
Communications Commission, transmitting 
the Commission’s final rule — Connect 
America Fund; A National Broadband Plan 
for Our Future; Establishing Just and Rea-
sonable Rates for Local Exchange Carriers; 
High-Cost Universal Service Support; Devel-
oping a Unified Intercarrier Compensation 
Regime; Federal-State Joint Board on Uni-

versal Service; Lifeline and Link-Up; Uni-
versal Service Reform — Mobility Fund [WC 
Docket No.: 10-90] [GN Docket No.: 09-51] [WC 
Docket No.: 07-135] [WC Docket No.: 05-337] 
[CC Docket No.: 01-92] [CC Docket No.: 96-45] 
[WC Docket No.: 03-109] [WT Docket No.: 10- 
208] received April 15, 2013, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce. 

1193. A letter from the Director, Office of 
Congressional Affairs, Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission, transmitting the Commission’s 
final rule — Final Safety Evaluation for 
Boiling Water Reactors Owners’ Group Top-
ical Report BWROG-TP-11-023, Revision 0, 
November 2011, ‘‘Linear Elastic Fracture Me-
chanics Evaluation of General Electric 
Boling Water Reactor Water Level Instru-
ment Nozzles for Pressure-Temperature 
Curve Evaluations’’ (TAC NO. ME7650) re-
ceived April 18, 2013, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

1194. A letter from the Director, Defense 
Security Cooperation Agency, transmitting 
Transmittal No. 13-11, pursuant to the re-
porting requirements of Section 36(b)(1) of 
the Arms Export Control Act, as amended; to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

1195. A letter from the Director, Defense 
Security Cooperation Agency, transmitting 
Transmittal No. 13-10, pursuant to the re-
porting requirements of Section 36(b)(1) of 
the Arms Export Control Act, as amended; to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

1196. A letter from the Assistant Secretary 
for Export Administration, Department of 
Commerce, transmitting the Department’s 
final rule — Revisions to the Export Admin-
istration Regulations: Initial Implementa-
tion of Export Control Reform [Docket No.: 
120403246-2657-01] (RIN: 0694-AF65) received 
April 15, 2013, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Foreign Af-
fairs. 

1197. A letter from the Acting Assistant 
Secretary, Legislative Affairs, Department 
of State, transmitting the Senate’s Resolu-
tion of Advice and Consent to the Treaty 
with Australia Concerning Defense Trade Co-
operation (Treaty Doc. 110-10) activities re-
port; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

1198. A letter from the Auditor, Office of 
the District of Columbia Auditor, transmit-
ting copy of the report entitled ‘‘District of 
Columbia Agencies’ Compliance with Small 
Business Enterprise Expenditure Goals 
through the 1st Quarter of Fiscal Year 2013’’, 
pursuant to D.C. Code section 47-117(d); to 
the Committee on Oversight and Govern-
ment Reform. 

1199. A letter from the Chief Executive Of-
ficer, Corporation for National and Commu-
nity Service, transmitting the Corporation’s 
annual report for FY 2012 prepared in accord-
ance with Section 203 of the Notification and 
Federal Employee Antidiscrimination and 
Retaliation Act of 2002 (No FEAR Act), Pub-
lic Law 107-174; to the Committee on Over-
sight and Government Reform. 

1200. A letter from the Principal Deputy 
Assistant Attorney General, Department of 
Justice, transmitting the Department’s 2012 
Freedom of Information Act Litigation and 
Compliance Report, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
552(e)(6); to the Committee on Oversight and 
Government Reform. 

1201. A letter from the Acting Director, 
Peace Corps, transmitting a copy of the 
Peace Corps’ Fiscal Year 2012 Notification 
and Federal Employee Anti-Discrimination 
and Retaliation (No FEAR) Act Annual Re-
port; to the Committee on Oversight and 
Government Reform. 

1202. A letter from the Secretary, Railroad 
Retirement Board, transmitting the Board’s 
annual report for FY 2012 prepared in accord-
ance with Section 203 of the Notification and 
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