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House, the gentleman from Alabama
(Mr. BACHUS) is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. BACHUS. Madam Speaker, Indi-
ana is losing two great Representatives
when this session ends: the gentleman
from Indiana (Mr. PEASE) and the gen-
tleman from Indiana (Mr. MCINTOSH).

I think I can speak for all Members
when I say that this is not only a loss
for Indiana, it is a loss for this body.
Both of them are intelligent, hard
working Members of Congress. Both of
them have remained true to their prin-
ciples, and both are dedicated to up-
holding the honor of this House and to
the American people.

I had the pleasure of serving with the
gentleman from Indiana (Mr. PEASE) on
the Committee on Transportation and
Infrastructure. He has the distinction,
and I know of no other Member that
can make this claim, of attending
every single meeting of that com-
mittee. But when one looks at where
the gentleman from Indiana (Mr.
PEASE) came from and what he accom-
plished before he came to Congress,
that is not surprising.

When one compares the gentleman
from Indiana (Mr. PEASE) and the gen-
tleman from Indiana (Mr. MCINTOSH),
there are a lot of comparisons. Both of
them are down-to-earth people. They
are common guys. They are non-
presumptuous. They are easy to meet,
courteous.

It may come as some surprise to the
Members of this body that both of
them, in their educational back-
grounds, they excel. They do not try to
impress one with their IQ or their in-
telligence.

The gentleman from Indiana (Mr.
PEASE) graduated with distinction
from Indiana University and his J.D.
degree, Cum Laude, from Indiana Uni-
versity.

Now, I know the gentleman from In-
diana (Mr. MCINTOSH) better. I knew
Ruthie. My wife Linda and I knew their
daughter Ellie, who was born in 1997.
But it was not until sometime later
that I discovered that he came from a
small farming town, Kendallville, in
Indiana, and that he worked in a found-
ry to save money for his college edu-
cation. That university was Yale Uni-
versity. He is a Yale University grad-
uate.

He worked in the White House under
Ronald Reagan. He was asked by this
House to chair the Subcommittee on
Regulatory Reform and Paperwork Re-
duction. Now, on that subcommittee, 1
think one of his greatest accomplish-
ments was spearheading efforts to
strengthen laws that protect the envi-
ronment and health and safety.

At the same time, he did away with a
lot of silly, unnecessary, down right
stupid regulations. One required every
paving crew to work in a heavy shirt
and long pants on Indiana roads, even
if it were over 100 degrees. He was able
to work to eliminate laws like that.
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Whether it is the gentleman from In-
diana (Mr. PEASE), former Eagle Scout,
going back to work in Indiana or the
gentleman from Indiana (Mr.
MCcINTOSH), hopefully the next Gov-
ernor of Indiana, they are going to be
missed in this body.

———

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. SHAW. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent that all Members may
have 5 legislative days within which to
revise and extend their remarks on the
subject of my special order.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
COOKSEY). Is there objection to the re-
quest of the gentleman from Florida?

There was no objection.

————

TRIBUTE TO THE HONORABLE
BILL ARCHER

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 6, 1999, the gentleman from Flor-
ida (Mr. SHAW) is recognized for 60 min-
utes as the designee of the majority
leader.

Mr. SHAW. Mr. Speaker, today 1
would like to rise in really celebration
of a career of probably one of the most
respected Members of this great body,
and I am speaking of the gentleman
from Texas (Mr. ARCHER).

The gentleman from Texas (Mr. AR-
CHER) came to this House back in 1970
after having served a short term in the
Texas House of Representatives. But I
think he really came into his own in
1994 when he became the Chairman of
the Committee on Ways and Means
after serving for several years as the
Ranking Republican Member.

If there is one person in this body
that I really try to as much as I pos-
sibly can to pattern myself after, my
conduct and how I vote and how I view
things, it would be the gentleman from
Texas (Mr. ARCHER). He has such a high
moral standard that he sticks to him-
self.

His ability to listen to the Members
and his ability of inclusion on the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means, it is sort of
a rare thing that one sees that there is
a coming together, because we see tax
policy different, the two political par-
ties.

But under his leadership, he was a
key player in getting the 1997 balanced
budget with tax relief signed into law.
That tax cut was the first tax cut in 16
years. That shows his ability to work
with the administration.

I know that, on many occasions, he
has gone down and has met with Presi-
dent Clinton on a number of things,
some of which bear fruit and others
that have not.

I would like to just tick off a few of
the accomplishments that the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means has done
under his leadership. He shifted the
burden of proof off the taxpayer and
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onto the Internal Revenue Service.
That does not sound like much. But
under our form of law, the taxpayer
had the burden of proof, which just
does not seem to be fair under our
sense of justice.

Under the leadership of the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. ARCHER), we
changed that. We gave taxpayers 74
new rights and protections in their
dealings with the Internal Revenue
Service. We created an independent
oversight agency to oversee the Inter-
nal Revenue Service.

We gave new protections for innocent
spouses. This is where, particularly in
a case of a divorce, where the Internal
Revenue Service would go back after,
usually, the wife who just signed the
return that her husband put in front of
her; and they would go after her for
things that were in the tax return that
were stated wrong, fraudulently or in
error. Now they have new rights, which
is something that was very important.

It prevents the IRS from seizing
homes without a court order. It seems
peculiar that the IRS could have done
this without court orders, but now they
have to have a court order; and that is
the right thing to do.

These things, among the others, were
the first overhaul of the Internal Rev-
enue Service since 1952.

Human resources, he steered the wel-
fare and health care reforms into law.
I had the great privilege of working
with the gentleman from Texas (Mr.
ARCHER) on welfare reform. We have
done unbelievable things. We have cut
the roles in half in this country, and in
doing so, not just by shoving people off
the roles, but giving them pride in
themselves to raise their own self-es-
teem and expectations that we have of
them and they have of themselves.

So many of these people have now be-
come the role models for their kids,
and that is terribly important. Eight
million former beneficiaries are now
working and have gained their inde-
pendence. What a wonderful thing that
is.

Child poverty now is at an all-time
low. Out-of-wedlock birth rate
plateaued and now is declining for the
first time in an entire generation and
longer.

Prisoners are no longer receiving
welfare checks. That is something that
is hard to believe, that welfare checks
were being paid to prisoners, but that
is what was happening. We put a stop
to that. Taxpayers have saved $30 bil-
lion.

His goal was to preserve Social Secu-
rity. The Archer-Shaw bill was a per-
fect example of trying to work with in-
clusion. All the hearings that we had,
listening to our Democrat colleagues,
we incorporated into the bill their con-
cerns through the hearing process.

I would think that the gentleman
from Texas (Mr. ARCHER), probably one
of his great disappointments is that we
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