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Protocol and give its advice and consent to
ratification.

William J. Clinton

The White House,
April 24, 1995.

Message to the Senate Transmitting
the Jordan-United States Extradition
Treaty
April 24, 1995

To the Senate of the United States:
With a view to receiving the advice and

consent of the Senate to ratification, I trans-
mit herewith the Extradition Treaty between
the Government of the United States of
America and the Government of the
Hashemite Kingdom of Jordan, signed at
Washington on March 28, 1995. Also trans-
mitted for the information of the Senate is
the report of the Department of State with
respect to this Treaty.

The Treaty establishes the conditions and
procedures for extradition between the Unit-
ed States and Jordan. It also provides a legal
basis for temporarily surrendering prisoners
to stand trial for crimes against the laws of
the Requesting State.

The Treaty further represents an impor-
tant step in combatting terrorism by exclud-
ing from the scope of the political offense
exception serious offenses typically commit-
ted by terrorists, e.g., crimes against a Head
of State or first family member of either
Party, aircraft hijacking, aircraft sabotage,
crimes against internationally protected per-
sons, including diplomats, hostage-taking,
narcotics trafficking, and other offenses for
which the United States and Jordan have an
obligation to extradite or submit to prosecu-
tion by reason of a multilateral international
agreement or treaty.

The provisions in this Treaty follow gen-
erally the form and content of extradition
treaties recently concluded by the United
States.

This Treaty will make a significant con-
tribution to international cooperation in law
enforcement. I recommend that the Senate
give early and favorable consideration to the

Treaty and give its advice and consent to rati-
fication.

William J. Clinton

The White House,
April 24, 1995.

Remarks at the Opening Session of
the National Rural Conference in
Ames, Iowa
April 25, 1995

Thank you very much, Mr. Vice President.
And thank you, ladies and gentlemen for that
warm welcome.

The Vice President could have been—you
know, that blue-ribbon remark at the Iowa
Fair, he could have stuck it in a little more.
He could have said that he still lives on his
farm and I haven’t lived on a farm in 40 years.
As a matter of fact, I lived on a farm so long
ago we had sheep and cattle at the same
place. [Laughter] I got off because—that’s
true—and I got off because one of the rams
nearly killed me one day, and because I
didn’t want to work that hard anymore. But
I am delighted to be here.

I want to thank all of the people here at
Iowa State who have done such a wonderful
job to make us feel welcome and all the work
they have done on this. I thank Congressman
Durbin, who is here from Illinois, one of our
conference’s chief sponsors and also, a man
who is not here, Senator Byron Dorgan from
North Dakota, who was an originator of this
conference.

I want to say I’m looking forward to work-
ing with Governor Branstad and his col-
league from Nebraska, Governor Ben Nel-
son, as we work up to the farm bill, because
they are head of the Governors’ Committee
on Agriculture and Rural Development. And
we’re looking forward to that.

I don’t want to give a long talk. I came
here to hear from you today. I will say, you’ve
been given some materials for this con-
ference. If you want to know what our record
is in agriculture, you can read it. We wrote
it up for you, but I don’t think I ought to
waste any of your time on it today.

I want us to think about the present and
the future. And I want to make just a couple
of brief remarks. There are a lot of paradoxes
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in the American economy. And they are
clearly evident in rural America today. We
have in the last 2 years over 6 million new
jobs, the lowest combined rates of unemploy-
ment and inflation in 25 years. In Iowa, the
unemployment rate is about 3.3 percent, I
think, which the economists say is statistically
zero. And yet—I just got the report this
morning—in the last 3 months, compensa-
tion for working people in America, all across
America, increased at a lower rate than it
has in any 3-month period in 15 years, totally
against all common sense.

The good news is we have low inflation.
The bad news is nobody’s getting any more
money for working. And it is more pro-
nounced in the rural areas of America where
incomes have stagnated.

Now, we know something about the divid-
ing lines of this. We know that education is
a big dividing line. We know that people who
have at least 2 years of education after high
school tend to do well in this global economy
wherever they live, and people who don’t
tend to have more trouble.

We know also, unfortunately, that rural
areas are not doing as well as urban areas.
But we know that, in a way, technology gives
us a way out of this because there are a lot
of things that rural areas have that urban
areas would like to have, affordable housing,
clean air, lower crime rates. And we know
that technology permits us, if we are wise
enough to bring economic opportunity to
places where it hasn’t been before.

So what I want us to focus on today is,
yes, agriculture specifically and the farm bill,
but beyond that, what about rural America?
What is our strategy to make rural America
stronger economically, to reward the good
values that reside there, to help to make it
an important part of America’s life in the 21st
century, to help to make it a place where
people will want to come back to and provide
some balance in this country that we so des-
perately need.

I’d just like to mention just three examples
if I might, one, in agriculture specifically.
When this farm bill comes up, there’s going
to be a lot of people saying, ‘‘Well, we ought
to just get rid of the whole program or cut
it way, way back because we’ve got a deficit.’’
Well, we do have a deficit, but I would re-

mind you that the farm bill was—the sub-
sidies programs were cut in ’85; they were
cut in ’90. We had a modest reduction in
’93. We finally—we worked for years and
years and our administration worked for
nearly 2 years to bring the Europeans to the
table in the GATT agreement, to cut the sub-
sidies in Europe. And finally we’re on an
even footing, and I don’t believe that we
ought to destroy the farm support program
if we want to keep the family farm and give
up the competitive advantage we won at the
bargaining table in GATT.

We have a $20 billion surplus in agricul-
tural trade. We’ve got a big trade deficit in
everything else. I don’t think we ought to
give it up. Should we modify it? Can we im-
prove it? I’m sure we can. Should we empha-
size other things? Of course we should, but
our first rule should be: Do no harm.

The second point I want to make is: I don’t
think we have done enough in some areas
that relate to both agriculture and generally
to rural development, especially in research.
And Senator Harkin and Governor Branstad
were talking to the Vice President and me
before we came out here about the pork re-
search project that was funded here at this
school last year, that was targeted for dele-
tion in the House’s so-called rescission bill.
The rescission bill is a bill designed to cut
some spending so we can pay for what we
have to pay for, for the California earthquake
and to cut the deficit more. But we need
to know what we should cut and what we
shouldn’t.

We need more agricultural research, not
less. If you want to—for example, I know
it’s a big controversy here in Iowa, and I don’t
pretend to know what the answer is, but I
know this: I know if you want to have the
kind of position you’ve got in pork produc-
tion, if you want to keep having $3 billion
a year income in hogs, you’ve got to find a
way to preserve the environment. And if you
want family farmers to be able to do it, you
have to figure out a way to work the econom-
ics out. Laws will never replace economics.
And the research—[applause]—and there-
fore we should not back up on research. We
should intensify research. As we give more
responsibilities back to State and local gov-
ernments, more responsibilities back to the
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private sector, the National Government still
has a commitment, it seems to me, and an
obligation to support adequate research.

The third thing I would like to say is, it
seems to me that we need a much more seri-
ous national effort to focus on what our re-
sponsibilities are in the area of rural develop-
ment in general. I have spent nearly 10 years
seriously working on this issue. A long time
before I ever thought about running for
President, I was worried about the broader
issues of rural development. I headed a com-
mission called the Lower Mississippi Delta
Rural Development Commission several
years ago. And I have worked on this for a
long time. I am convinced there are things
we can do nationally that don’t cost a lot of
money that can help to support a real revolu-
tion in the economic opportunities and the
social stability of rural America.

So I hope if you have ideas on that, you
will bring them out, because even in Iowa,
only one in five rural residents lives on a
farm. We have to think about everyone else.
And we’ll have more people living on a farm
and being able to sustain living on a farm
if there is a more balanced economic envi-
ronment throughout rural America.

So these are the things that we’re inter-
ested in. I’m looking forward to this very
much. I’d like to ask the president of this
fine institution to come up and offer a few
words, and then I would invite Governor
Branstad and Senator Harkin up here. And
then I’d like for our Secretary of Agriculture,
Dan Glickman, to tell you about the hearings,
the town hall meetings he had leading up
to this conference, and then we’ll get right
into the first panel.

Thank you very much.

NOTE: The President spoke at 9:13 a.m. in the
Great Hall of the Memorial Union at Iowa State
University. In his remarks, he referred to Gov.
Terry E. Branstad of Iowa.

Remarks at the Closing Session of
the National Rural Conference in
Ames
April 25, 1995

First of all, let’s give all the panelists a big
hand for all the work—[applause].

I would like again to congratulate the Sec-
retary of Agriculture and the Deputy Sec-
retary and others on the fine work they did
here. I want to thank the President of this
fine university and all the people who have
worked so hard to make this a success.

I want to remind all of you—I think you
can see today that we care a lot about these
issues, and we’re committed to doing some-
thing about them. So if you had ideas that
were not expressed, fill out those forms and
give them to us. They will not just be thrown
away.

Finally, let me thank the State of Iowa,
Senator Harkin, the Governor who is not
here anymore but spent some time with us.
Attorney General Miller was here. And we
have the State treasurer, Mike Fitzgerald,
and the State agriculture commissioner, Dale
Cochran. Thank you all for being here.

Let me close by leaving you with this
thought: The balance of power, political
power in this country has shifted. Never
mind whether you think it’s Republican,
Democrat, liberal, or conservative. It’s basi-
cally shifted to a suburban base. And most
of those folks in the suburbs either once lived
in a city or once lived in the country. But
most—a lot of them are doing reasonably
well in the global economy. And if they
aren’t, the only thing they may think they
need from the Government is help with a
student loan for their kids. And otherwise
they may view anything any public entity
does as doing more harm than good.

What we have seen today on this panel—
and I know, and most of you don’t, but I
know that we had people up here who are
Republicans and people who were Demo-
crats. And I’ll guarantee you’ll listen to this
conversation, you couldn’t tell one from an-
other. Why? Because what works is practical
commitment to partnerships and to solving
problems each as they come up, to develop-
ing the capacities of people, to dealing with
the options that are there, and to going for-
ward.

So we have two problems today in coming
up with good legislation in the farm bill and
in coming up with other approaches that are
appropriate. One is that Washington tends
to be much more ideological and partisan
than main street America, particularly rural
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