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“(B) an entity or organization described in
paragraph (1) or (2) of section 170(c) of such
Code.

‘“(4) STATE.—The term ‘State’ means each
of the several States, and the District of Co-
lumbia.

‘‘(b) GRANTS.—The Corporation shall estab-
lish a Nonprofit Capacity Building Program
to make grants to intermediary nonprofit or-
ganizations to serve as intermediary non-
profit grantees. The Corporation shall make
the grants to enable the intermediary non-
profit grantees to pay for the Federal share
of the cost of delivering organizational de-
velopment assistance, including training on
best practices, financial planning,
grantwriting, and compliance with the appli-
cable tax laws, for small and midsize non-
profit organizations, especially those non-
profit organizations facing resource hardship
challenges. Each of the grantees shall match
the grant funds by providing a non-Federal
share as described in subsection (f).

‘“(c) AMOUNT.—To the extent practicable,
the Corporation shall make such a grant to
an intermediary nonprofit organization in
each State, and shall make such grant in an
amount of not less than $200,000.

‘‘(d) APPLICATION.—To be eligible to re-
ceive a grant under this section, an inter-
mediary nonprofit organization shall submit
an application to the Corporation at such
time, in such manner, and containing such
information as the Corporation may require.
The intermediary nonprofit organization
shall submit in the application information
demonstrating that the organization has se-
cured sufficient resources to meet the re-
quirements of subsection (f).

‘‘(e) PREFERENCE AND CONSIDERATIONS.—

‘(1) PREFERENCE.—In making such grants,
the Corporation shall give preference to
intermediary nonprofit organizations seek-
ing to become intermediary nonprofit grant-
ees in areas where nonprofit organizations
face significant resource hardship chal-
lenges.

“2) CONSIDERATIONS.—In determining
whether to make a grant the Corporation
shall consider—

“‘(A) the number of small and midsize non-
profit organizations that will be served by
the grant;

‘‘(B) the degree to which the activities pro-
posed to be provided through the grant will
assist a wide number of nonprofit organiza-
tions within a State, relative to the proposed
amount of the grant; and

‘“(C) the quality of the organizational de-
velopment assistance to be delivered by the
intermediary nonprofit grantee, including
the qualifications of its administrators and
representatives, and its record in providing
services to small and midsize nonprofit orga-
nizations.

‘“(f) FEDERAL SHARE.—

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Federal share of the
cost as referenced in subsection (b) shall be
50 percent.

‘‘(2) NON-FEDERAL SHARE.—

‘““(A) IN GENERAL.—The non-Federal share
of the cost as referenced in subsection (b)
shall be 50 percent and shall be provided in
cash.

*“(B) THIRD PARTY CONTRIBUTIONS.—

‘(i) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in
clause (ii), an intermediary nonprofit grant-
ee shall provide the non-Federal share of the
cost through contributions from third par-
ties. The third parties may include chari-
table grantmaking entities and grantmaking
vehicles within existing organizations, enti-
ties of corporate philanthropy, corporations,
individual donors, and regional, State, or
local government agencies, or other non-
Federal sources.

‘“(ii) EXCEPTION.—If the intermediary non-
profit grantee is a private foundation (as de-
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fined in section 509(a) of the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986), a donor advised fund (as
defined in section 4966(d)(2) of such Code), an
organization which is described in section
4966(d)(4)(A)(i) of such Code, or an organiza-
tion which is described in section
4966(d)(4)(B) of such Code, the grantee shall
provide the non-Federal share from within
that grantee’s own funds.

¢‘(iii) MAINTENANCE OF EFFORT, PRIOR YEAR
THIRD-PARTY FUNDING LEVELS.—For purposes
of maintaining private sector support levels
for the activities specified by this program, a
non-Federal share that includes donations by
third parties shall be composed in a way that
does not decrease prior levels of funding
from the same third parties granted to the
nonprofit intermediary grantee in the pre-
ceding year.

‘(g) RESERVATION.—Of the amount author-
ized to provide financial assistance under
this subtitle, there shall be made available
to carry out this section $5,000,000 for each of
fiscal years 2010 through 2014.”".

Mr. BAUCUS. Mr. President, I hope
Senators will support this at the appro-
priate time. Pending that moment, I
yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Maryland is recognized.

Ms. MIKULSKI. Mr. President, I
compliment the Senator from Montana
on his amendment. I understand his
amendment is also a bipartisan amend-
ment; is that correct?

Mr. BAUCUS. Yes, that is correct.

Ms. MIKULSKI. Both he and the Sen-
ator from Iowa, Mr. GRASSLEY, are co-
sponsors. I Dbelieve the Senator’s
amendment has identified a very spe-
cific need, particularly for the small,
primarily rural organizations that
sometimes are not looked at when we
do a big national framework. I want to
be as supportive as I can of the Sen-
ator’s amendment. I want to examine
it more closely. In order to follow the
framework, I need to discuss it with
my colleague, Senator HATCH, and also
Senator ENzI of Wyoming. As many
know, Senator ENZI has been trapped
in a snowstorm. He will be here tomor-
row. We will have a chance to review
this and determine our ability to work
with the Senator from Montana and
the Senator from Iowa to see whether
we can find some comity to adopt the
amendment. I thank them for their
spirit of bipartisanship. We will con-
tinue to follow that same framework.

Mr. BAUCUS. 1 deeply thank the
Senator from Maryland, who is a
strong advocate for Serve America, a
wonderful program. I think this will
make it a little better. It is bipartisan,
as she said. This helps more people. I
thank the Senator.

I yield the floor and suggest the ab-
sence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER.
clerk will call the roll.

The assistant legislative clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll.

Ms. MIKULSKI. Madam President, I
ask unanimous consent that the order
for the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mrs.
MCcCASKILL). Without objection, it is so
ordered.

The
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MORNING BUSINESS

Ms. MIKULSKI. Madam President, I
ask unanimous consent that the Sen-
ate proceed to a period for the trans-
action of morning business, with Sen-
ators permitted to speak for up to 10
minutes each.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

Ms. MIKULSKI. Madam President, I
suggest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The assistant legislative clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll.

Mr. LAUTENBERG. Madam Presi-
dent, I ask unanimous consent that the
order for the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

(The remarks of Mr. LAUTENBERG
pertaining to the introduction of S. 685
are printed in today’s RECORD under
“Statements on Introduced Bills and
Joint Resolutions.”’)

Mr. LAUTENBERG. Madam Presi-
dent, I suggest the absence of a
quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The

clerk will call the roll.

The bill clerk proceeded to call the
roll.

Mr. NELSON of Florida. I ask unani-
mous consent that the order for the
quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
TESTER). Without objection, it is so or-
dered.

———

NATIONAL SERVICE

Mr. NELSON of Florida. Mr. Presi-
dent, we can all be proud that we live
in a country where citizens volunteer
to serve their Nation. We can see this
especially after any tragedy, be it na-
tional, be it local, how our citizenry re-
sponds.

I am heartened to see the number of
young people responding to serve.
There is quite a contrast I have seen in
the young people today and what we
have seen over the last several decades.
If we go back as far as my generation,
four decades ago, we were very inter-
ested in public service. We wanted to
be public servants. We wanted to con-
tribute something to our country. It
was very attractive, as a young person
growing up, to want to go into govern-
ment and serve the public that way. We
were inspired by a young President,
President Kennedy.

Then along came those events that so
soured so many of our young people—
first of all, the split in the Nation over
an unpopular war, Vietnam. We had
three major assassinations over a short
period, including two brothers of one
family. Then this Nation went through
the process of the resignation of a
President. That was about the time of
a lot of the protests and the drug cul-
ture. It was a tough time. There was a
lot of cynicism bred out of that time. A
lot of young people got turned off to
public service.
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I am beginning to see it again, young
people really getting interested in pub-
lic service. If you have that heart for
service, it is the exact opposite of what
Time magazine chronicled on the cover
of its magazine back in the late 1960s,
the ‘“‘me generation.” It was concerned
about me, me. Now we see so much in-
terest in helping our communities as
being more the ‘‘we generation.” Now
we see a lot more young Americans ap-
plying to the Peace Corps and its do-
mestic counterpart, AmeriCorps, and
so many other national service pro-
grams.

Our new President has issued a call
for all Americans to devote at least 1
year of their lives to national service.
If T had my druthers, I would want
every young person to have an obliga-
tion to serve at least 1 year in some ca-
pacity to their country. This would
have tremendous benefits down the
road. They could choose the military,
the Peace Corps, AmeriCorps, a teach-
er’s aide—a host of these things in
helping out our communities. Of
course, we are not at a point, espe-
cially with the economic condition we
are in, that we can afford that as a
mandatory obligation. So what the new
President has called for is for all Amer-
icans to devote at least 1 year of their
lives to national service.

We come today to discuss legislation
that is an acknowledgment across the
political divide of our President’s call
to engage people in national service.
This is going to be the first substantial
investment in our Nation’s service pro-
grams in nearly two decades. What this
bill is going to do is triple the number
of participants in our national service
programs from 75,000 to 250,000. These
volunteers are going to serve as tutors
and mentors. They are going to do that
for children. They will help build af-
fordable housing. They will teach mar-
ketable computer skills. They will re-
pair our parks and waterways. They
will run afterschool programs and help
respond to disasters in communities.

The legislation would create several
new volunteer corps with specific mis-
sions in areas of national need such as
education, health care, clean energy,
and caring for veterans. We have com-
mended over and over our colleagues,
Senators KENNEDY and HATCH, in
crafting legislation that will inspire
and encourage citizens of all ages, not
just the young, and all occupations and
backgrounds to engage in national
service.

Let me say where I see this example
of public spiritedness. I see it in senior
citizens, who have already had their
professional lives, who are now enjoy-
ing the fruits of their labors, and they
in turn want to respond and are very
much as valuable in this national serv-
ice as the young people.

This bill should be seen as an impor-
tant national achievement and a good
example of how we can come together
and overcome the challenges that lie
ahead.

Marian Wright Edelman, the first Af-
rican-American woman admitted to the
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State bar of Mississippi, said it is a
time for greatness, not for greed. She
said:

It’s a time for idealism—not ideology. It is
a time not just for compassionate words, but
for compassionate action.

Heeding those words, Mr. President,
it is time for us to take action and to
pass this bill.

I yield the floor.

——————

EMPLOYEE FREE CHOICE ACT

Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. President, the
Employee Free Choice Act is vital leg-
islation for achieving fairness in the
workplace for hardworking men and
women across America, and for
strengthening the Nation’s middle
class. I have the deepest respect for my
colleague from Pennsylvania, Senator
SPECTER, and I welcome his recogni-
tion of the need for labor law reform.
But I am also disappointed that my
friend feels he cannot support the bill
in its current form.

I remain deeply committed to mov-
ing this important bill forward. Mil-
lions of Americans are looking to us to
make their workplaces fairer and safer,
and their jobs more secure. They de-
serve better than they have today, and
we can’t leave them behind.

The Senator from Pennsylvania says
that we should not take up the Em-
ployee Free Choice Act now because of
the challenges facing our economy. I
disagree. It is precisely because of the
economic crisis that we must take new
action to strengthen workers’ rights.

Working Americans are suffering in
ways we have not seen since the Great
Depression. Wages are falling and bene-
fits are disappearing. Workers are los-
ing their jobs, their homes, and their
hopes. Now more than ever, workers
deserve a voice in the hugely impor-
tant decisions that will affect their
jobs and their families in the years
ahead.

Unions were fundamental in building
America’s middle class, and have a
vital role today in preserving the
American dream. History shows us that
strong unions mean strong economic
growth that both businesses and em-
ployees can share. Protecting the right
to form a union today will help count-
less working families achieve greater
economic security and build a better
and brighter future. I hope very much
that all of us on both sides of the aisle
can work together to pass the best pos-
sible bill to put working families back
on track.

————

VOTE EXPLANATION

Mr. ISAKSON. Mr. President, on
March 12, 2009, I was attending the fu-
neral of a very close friend and was un-
able to cast votes on rollcall vote No.
97 and rollcall No. 98. I ask that the
RECORD reflect that had I been present
I would have cast my vote as follows:
rollcall vote No. 97, confirmation David
W. Ogden, of Virginia, to be Deputy At-
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torney General: NO; rollcall vote No.
98, confirmation Thomas John Perrelli,
of Virginia, to be Associate Attorney
General: NO.

IDAHOANS SPEAK OUT ON HIGH
ENERGY PRICES

Mr. CRAPO. Mr. President, in mid-
June, I asked Idahoans to share with
me how high energy prices are affect-
ing their lives, and they responded by
the hundreds. The stories, numbering
well over 1,200, are heartbreaking and
touching. While energy prices have
dropped in recent weeks, the concerns
expressed remain very relevant. To re-
spect the efforts of those who took the
opportunity to share their thoughts, I
am submitting every e-mail sent to me
through an address set up specifically
for this purpose to the CONGRESSIONAL
RECORD. This is not an issue that will
be easily resolved, but it is one that de-
serves immediate and serious atten-
tion, and Idahoans deserve to be heard.
Their stories not only detail their
struggles to meet everyday expenses,
but also have suggestions and rec-
ommendations as to what Congress can
do now to tackle this problem and find
solutions that last beyond today. I ask
unanimous consent to have today’s let-
ters printed in the RECORD.

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the
RECORD, as follows:

Several years ago, the President, in his
State of the Union message, noted that our
nation was ‘‘addicted to oil”’. Well, that is
the first step of recovery, to admit you have
a problem, but it is not recovery. My wife
and I decided to do something about it. We
built a smaller home (downsized from 3,300 to
1,600 sq feet) right on the Greenbelt in the
Waterfront District of Garden City. That cut
our commute down from about 7 miles, one
way, to 3-4 and eliminated a 300 foot climb/
descent. Before the move, we already owned
small, fuel efficient vehicles and bike com-
muted about 50 percent of the time. Now we
rarely drive and find we get places faster
than by car and do not have to worry about
parking. Both of our cars sit in the garage
and we plan to sell one shortly.

Our monthly auto fuel bill has gone from
about $60 to almost nothing. Our home gas
bill went from near $100/mo to under $30.
Electric is down to $30 from $90. Water is
down to $30 from over $200 in summer and it
takes me about 10 minutes to mow my small
lawn with a push mower.

The Greenbelt is my highway now, and I
get in about 100 miles per week just peddling
around town. I look forward to my com-
mutes along the river where I dodge geese
and squirrels instead of road warriors on the
Connector. The exercise improves both my
mental and physical health.

I still interact with cars when I head cross
town and am amazed at the madness in the
streets. It feels like drivers are in such a
hurry, and it appears that Idaho’s current
public transportation policy seems to be
‘“‘one multi-tasking in a hurry somewhat
angry person per SUV”.

Remaining addicted to oil can create a
host of problems including:

Driving up the price of fuel for everyone
(simple supply/demand equation)

Adding to our rapidly deteriorating air
quality in the Treasure Valley

Creating the need for additional roads and
parking (and more taxes)
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