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SEC. 203. INCREASE IN CONTRIBUTION LIMITS.
(a) INCREASE IN INDIVIDUAL AND POLITICAL
COMMITTEE CONTRIBUTION LIMITS.—Section
315(a) of the Federal Election Campaign Act
of 1971 (2 U.S.C. 441a(a)) is amended—
(1) in paragraph (1)—

(A) in subparagraph (A), by striking
¢“$1,000”’ and inserting ‘‘$3,000’;

(B) in subparagraph (B), by striking
£‘$20,000”’ and inserting ‘‘$60,000”’; and

(C) in subparagraph (C), by striking

“$5,000”” and inserting ‘“$15,000"’; and

(2) in paragraph (3)—

(A) by striking ¢$25,000”
<$75,000”; and

(B) by striking the second sentence.

(b) INCREASE IN MULTICANDIDATE LIMITS.—
Section 315(a)(2) of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971 (2 U.S.C. 441a(a)(2)) is
amended—

and inserting

(1) in subparagraph (A), by striking
“$5,000”’ and inserting ‘“$7,500"’;

(2) in subparagraph (B), by striking
¢‘$15,000”’ and inserting ‘‘$30,000°’; and

(3) in subparagraph (C), by striking

¢‘$5,000” and inserting ‘‘$7,500.

(c) INDEXING.—Section 315(c) of the Federal
Election Campaign Act of 1971 (2 U.S.C.
441a(c)) is amended—

(1) in paragraph (1)—

(A) by striking the second and third sen-
tences;

(B) by inserting ‘“(A)” before ‘‘At the be-
ginning”’; and

(C) by adding at the end the following:

‘(B) Except as provided in subparagraph
(C), in any calendar year after 2000—

‘(i) a limitation established by subsection
(a), (b), or (d) shall be increased by the per-
cent difference determined under subpara-
graph (A); and

‘‘(ii) each amount so increased shall re-
main in effect for the calendar year.

‘(C) In the case of limitations under para-
graphs (1)(A) and (2)(A) of subsection (a),
each amount increased under subparagraph
(B) shall remain in effect for the 2-year pe-
riod beginning on the first day following the
date of the last general election in the year
preceding the year in which the amount is
increased and ending on the date of the next
general election.”; and

(2) in paragraph (2)(B), by striking ‘‘means
the calendar year 1974’ and inserting
“means—

‘(i) for purposes of subsections (b) and (d),
calendar year 1974; and

‘‘(ii) for purposes of subsection (a), cal-
endar year 2000,

(d) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments
made by this section shall apply to calendar
years beginning after December 31, 1999.
TITLE III—MISCELLANEOUS PROVISIONS
SEC. 301. PROHIBITION OF SOLICITATION OF PO-

LITICAL PARTY SOFT MONEY IN
FEDERAL BUILDINGS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 607 of title 18,
United States Code, is amended—

(1) in subsection (a), by striking ‘‘within
the meaning of section 301(8) of the Federal
Election Campaign Act of 1971’; and

(2) by adding at the end the following:

‘‘(c) DEFINITION OF CONTRIBUTION.—In this
section, the term ‘contribution’ means a gift,
subscription, loan, advance, or deposit of
money or anything of value made by any
person in connection with—

‘(1) any election or elections for Federal
office;

‘“(2) any political committee (as defined in
section 301 of the Federal Election Campaign
Act of 1971); or

‘“(3) any State, district, or local committee
of a political party.”.

(b) AMENDMENT OF TITLE 18 TO INCLUDE
PROHIBITION OF DONATIONS.—Section 602(a)(4)
of title 18, United States Code, is amended by
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striking ‘‘within the meaning of section
301(8)” and inserting ‘‘(as defined in section
607(c))”.

SEC. 302. UPDATE OF PENALTY AMOUNTS.

Section 309 of the Federal Election Cam-
paign Act of 1971 (2 U.S.C. 437g) is amended
by adding at the end the following:

‘“(e) ADJUSTMENT OF DOLLAR AMOUNTS FOR
INFLATION.—In the case of any calendar year
after 1999—

‘(1) each dollar amount under this section
shall be increased based on the increase in
the price index determined under section
315(c); and

‘(2) each amount so increased shall be the

amount in effect for the calendar year.
The preceding sentence shall not apply to
any amount under subsection (d) other than
the $25,000 amount under paragraph (1)(A) of
such subsection.”.

————

NOTICE OF HEARING

SUBCOMMITTEE ON WATER AND POWER

Mr. SMITH of Oregon. Mr. President,
I would like to announce that on
Thursday, October 28th, the Sub-
committee on Water and Power of the
Committee on Energy and Natural Re-
sources will hold an oversight hearing
on the Federal hydroelectric licensing
process. The hearing will be held at 2:30
p.m. in room 366 of the Dirksen Senate
Office Building in Washington, D.C.

For further information, please call
Kristin Phillips or Howard Useem, at
(202) 224-7875.

——————

AUTHORITY FOR COMMITTEE TO
MEET

SPECIAL COMMITTEE ON THE YEAR 2000
TECHNOLOGY PROBLEM

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent that the Spe-
cial Committee on the Year 2000 Tech-
nology Problem be permitted to meet
on October 18, 1999, at 9:30 a.m. for the
purpose of conducting a hearing.

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

————

ADDITIONAL STATEMENTS

CENTENNIAL OF CATHOLIC CHAR-
ITIES OF THE BROOKLYN-
QUEENS DIOCESE

® Mr. MOYNIHAN. Mr. President, This
yvear marks the centennial of Catholic
Charities of the Brooklyn-Queens Dio-
cese, the largest Roman Catholic
human services agency in the nation.
Perhaps on earth. The New York Times
had the happy thought to mark the oc-
casion with a profile of Bishop Joseph
M. Sullivan, the vicar of the diocese,
who heads Catholic Charities. The
warmth and wisdom of this great
churchman comes through so clearly,
so forcefully. As Yeats once wrote of
such a man, ‘“‘he was blessed and had
the power to bless.” I have treasured
his friendship, and share his fears as to
the fate of New York’s poor when they
begin to fall off the five-year cliff cre-
ated by the so-called Welfare Reform
Act of 1996. We would do well to con-
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template the fact that the only major
social legislation of the 1990s was the
abolition of Aid to Families of Depend-
ent Children, a provision of the great
Social Security Act of 1935. We could
care for children in the midst of the
Great Depression of the 1930s, but
somehow not in the midst of the great
prosperity of the 1990s. I spoke at
length about the gamble we were tak-
ing when the legislation was before us.
I hope I was wrong. But if Joe Sullivan
is worried I think we all should be. I
know we all should be.

I ask that the story from The Times
be included in the RECORD.

The story follows.

[From the New York Times, Oct. 13, 1999]

NOwW PITCHING FOR THE ROME TEAM, IT’S
BISHOP SULLIVAN
(By Randy Kennedy)

“The year was 1948 and a guy says to me,
‘Hey listen, you think you’re such a good
pitcher, they’re having a tryout for the Phil-
lies. So go.””’

And so Joe Sullivan of Bay Ridge, Brook-
lyn, went. ‘“And the guy asked me to throw
the ball. And I could throw pretty hard. And
I could throw a fairly decent curve.”’

One thing leads to another ‘‘and they
wanted to sign me.”

If this were the made-for-television version
of the life of Bishop Joseph M. Sullivan, this
is where the big turning point would come:
he chooses God over baseball. He gives up a
brilliant pitching career to go to bat for the
souls of men.

But as it turns out, Bishop Sullivan never
really liked the baseball life that much any-
way. ‘It was essentially a boring life,”” he re-
members of his one summer canvassing the
South in a beaten-up bus and throwing for
the Americus Phillies in Georgia. ‘“‘You
played all night ball in the minor leagues,
and you’d kind of lounge around most of the
rest of the time.”

He had always loved the church, however.
He was a standout in the choir. He missed
being an altar boy only because he was much
too proud to stoop to asking Sister Blanche,
the nun who made the recommendations.
(‘“‘Quite bluntly, I felt I wasn’t going to Kkiss
.. .you know . . . you know?) But even as a
young boy and through high school, he al-
most never missed a daily Mass at St.
Ephrem’s. ‘I mean,” he said, ‘I bought Ca-
tholicism as a young kid. I really believed.”

So the real turning point in his life, one
not of his making, came much later, after he
had spent four years at seminary and three
years as the pastor of his first parish, Our
Lady of Lourdes in Queens Village. The
bishop needed social workers.

“I got a call on a Tuesday night to see him
Wednesday morning. And I was registered for
graduate school in social work by Thursday
morning. I didn’t know what a social worker
was.”’

He adds: “When I went to school and they
asked me, ‘Why did you choose social work?’
I said, ‘Because the bishop appointed me.’
The social work people’s reaction to that
was that I was hostile. I said, ‘Well, it’s the
truth. I don’t know whether it’s hostile or
not.’

‘“‘So then they asked me if I wanted to be
a social worker. And the answer was, ‘No!’”’

He pauses for a little dramatic effect.
‘“Best thing that ever happened to me.”

Yesterday, Bishop Sullivan, an imposing,
tough-talking, immensely friendly man, was
sitting in a makeshift television studio in
Bishop Ford High School in Brooklyn. He
was preparing for a live cable show in which
he would talk about the centennial, this
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month, of Catholic Charities of the Brook-
lyn-Queens Diocese, now the largest Roman
Catholic human-services agency in the coun-
try, covering America’s most populous dio-
cese.

Despite not knowing what a social worker
was back then, Bishop Sullivan has devoted
38 years of his life to the job, serving in wel-
fare offices and hospitals, rising to direct the
charities and now serving as vicar for human
services, overseeing the charities’ vast oper-
ations with their director, Frank DeStafano.
(Mr. Stefano couldn’t resist a dig at the boss
yesterday as a reporter sat down: ‘“‘Not the
baseball thing again. He was only on the
team for three days! Myself, I was always
dedicated to the poor. No time for any kind
of fund like that.””)

Bishop Sullivan’s message to the cable au-
dience yesterday was that he could hope for
nothing better during the next 100 years of
Catholic charity work than for one message
to be hammered home: ‘“To be a practicing
Catholic means to be involved in the lives of
others.”

But as he relaxed after the show he had an-
other, angrier message not about personal
but about public responsibility: welfare re-
form. He complained that too few people are
talking about its effects now, which he says
have hurt the poor in Brooklyn and Queens
as much as anything he has seen in three
decades of tumultuous change in the bor-
oughs.

“I agree,” he said, ‘‘that it had to be re-
formed, and I agree that there had to be a
change in the culture that work must be
more important than relief. But I radically
disagree with the way it was done.”

Four years ago, he and another bishop
managed to wangle an hour and 15 minutes
in the Oval Office with President Clinton, to
try to talk him out of signing the welfare re-
form legislation. Mr. Clinton said he under-
stood them. Then he signed the measure any-
way.

“But I will tell you,” he said, his face
coloring, ‘“‘that I think most of what is being
said about the success of these programs is
hype including here in this city. To me it’s
a sham. You look at the food lines at Catho-
lic Charities. You look at the food lines at
parishes. You look at the people trying to
pay their rents.”

He added: ‘“They haven’t heard the last of
this. We’re only into the third year, and the
reality is that there will always be depend-
ent people who can’t work.”

As he socked on a snap-brim hat to run out
and give a speech about health care, he was
asked whether it ever disheartens him—ap-
proaching his 70th year, his 44th as a priest,
and nearly as long as a social worker—that
there are still so many people suffering.

“It might not make any sense but it
doesn’t,” he said. ‘I really think this job as
heaven on ... way to heaven. It doesn’t
come in the end. It begins here.”’®

———

THE “LEOPOLDVILLE” DISASTER

e Mr. DORGAN. Mr. President, in a few
days a small group of veterans will
gather at Fort Benning, Georgia to
commemorate one of the least known
tragedies of World War II.

On Christmas Eve 1944, the Belgian
troopship Leopoldville was transporting
2,235 American soldiers from the 262nd
and 264th Regiments of the 66th Infan-
try Division across the English Chan-
nel. They were destined as reinforce-
ments for units fighting the Battle of
the Bulge. Many soldiers on board were
singing Christmas carols as they
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watched the lights along the coast of
liberated France.

The ship was designed to carry fewer
than half the number on board, and the
Belgian crew did not speak English.
Reportedly, many of the American sol-
diers were not issued life jackets. Just
five miles from its destination of Cher-
bourg, France, the Leopoldville was
struck by torpedos from the German
submarine U-486. Two and a half hours
later, the ship capsized and sank. Ac-
cording to many survivors, the crew
abandoned ship in the lifeboats and left
the American soldiers to fend for them-
selves. Unable to free the ship’s life
rafts, many of the troops jumped to
their deaths in the frigid heavy seas.
The British destroyed HMS Brilliant
saved some 500 troops. However, be-
cause it was Christmas Eve, no one else
seemed to be around to help. By the
next day, Christmas morning, 763
American soldiers were dead, including
three sets of brothers. The dead rep-
resented 47 of the then 48 states.

Mr. President, seven of the victims
were from my home state of North Da-
kota. Among them was my uncle, Pfc.
Allan J. Dorgan. His body was never re-
covered, and neither were the bodies of
492 other soldiers who died in the inci-
dent. It was weeks before my family
and the families of other victims heard
the fateful knock on the door and were
given the telegram that said their sons,
brothers, uncles, or fathers were ‘‘miss-
ing in action in the European Area.’” It
took months more before a second tele-
gram informed them their loved ones
had been ‘‘killed in action in the Euro-
pean Area.”

Due to wartime censorship, the dis-
aster was not reported to the news
media. Survivors were told by the Brit-
ish and American governments to keep
quiet about what happened. American
authorities did not even acknowledge
the sinking of the Leopoldville until two
weeks after it went down. Later, after
the war, the tragedy was considered an
embarrassment and all reports were
filed away as secret by the Allied gov-
ernments. Some say that the American
and British governments conspired to
cover-up the incompetence involved in
the incident. For whatever reason, de-
tails of the disaster were withheld from
the public for over fifty years. Some of
the victims’ families never learned the
truth about how their loved ones per-
ished that night.

For over fifty years, the young sol-
diers on the Leopoldville were denied
their due, and never accorded the hon-
ors and respect they deserved. Finally,
a few years ago, thanks to the efforts
of Leopoldville survivor Vincent
Codianni, former New York City police
investigator Alan Andrade who wrote a
book about the incident, and the Vet-
erans Memorial Committee of Water-
bury, Connecticut, the U.S. Army
agreed to provide a site for a monu-
ment to the tragedy.

The Leopoldville Disaster Monument
was dedicated on November 7, 1997 at
Fort Benning, the ‘“‘Home of the Infan-
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try.” On the monument, the names and
hometowns of those members of the
66th Infantry Division who lost their
lives on the Leopoldville and the names
of those who survived the tragedy, but
were later killed in action, are etched
in stone. This was the first official rec-
ognition shown to any of the victims or
their families. It was long overdue.

It is almost 55 years since the sink-
ing of the Leopoldville. When the sur-
vivors and their families gather again
this week in Georgia, they will honor
their comrades who have passed away
since their first reunion two years ago.
I hope all my colleagues will join me in
expressing our appreciation for their
courage and for the ultimate sacrifice
they made for freedom.e

———

HONORING 150 YEARS OF
CONGREGATION B’NAI ISRAEL

e Mrs. BOXER. Mr. President, today 1
wish to recognize Congregation B’nai
Israel in Sacramento, California, and
to celebrate its 150th year of vitality
and service to the Sacramento commu-
nity.

Congregation B’nai Israel was found-
ed in 1849 by Moses Hyman and Albert
Priest. At the time, Gold rush-era opti-
mism was everywhere in northern Cali-
fornia, attracting opportunity seekers
from as far as eastern Europe, the
home to millions of Jews desperate to
escape violent pogroms and rampant
anti-Semitism. With his profound abil-
ity to organize people and his unrelent-
ing desire to help the destitute, Moses
Hyman began his congregation in his
home, and soon became known as a pio-
neer of California Judaism and father
of Temple B’nai Israel.

Moses Hyman, a major community
philanthropist, also founded the He-
brew Benevolent Society, which as-
sisted the sick and poor, especially dur-
ing the Sacramento flood of 1850. Fol-
lowing that devastating disaster,
Hyman purchased burial land and a
nearby house of worship from a Meth-
odist Episcopal church. Moses Hyman
and Albert Priest named their new con-
gregation B’nai Israel, which trans-
lated into English, means ‘‘Children of
Israel.” The rebuilt temple officially
opened on September 2, 1852 as the first
member-owned synagogue west of the
Mississippi.

Congregation B’nai Israel has suf-
fered through many hardships. After
only a decade in existence, its syna-
gogue was destroyed by fire, and only a
year later, winter floods severely dam-
aged cemetery grounds. The congrega-
tion was tested repeatedly. They
mourned but then regrouped and re-
built, emerging stronger than before.

By the mid-1900s, the congregation
outgrew its existing facilities and
launched a major effort to build a new
synagogue. Thanks to the generosity of
congregants, its capital campaign was
a huge success. In addition to a new
synagogue, the congregation added an
education wing, later named after
Buddy Kandel, in the early 1960s.
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