
842

June 9 / Administration of William J.Clinton, 1995

in force with other countries, including Aus-
tralia, Canada, Spain, the Federal Republic of
Germany, and the United Kingdom. Upon entry
into force, the Supplementary Treaty will amend
the Treaty for the Mutual Extradition of Fugi-
tives from Justice, signed at Washington on Oc-
tober 26, 1901, as amended by the Supple-
mentary Conventions, signed at Washington on
June 20, 1935, and at Brussels on November
14, 1963, if that Treaty is still in force, or the
Extradition Treaty Between the United States

and Belgium signed at Brussels on April 27,
1987.

I recommend that the Senate give early and
favorable consideration to the Supplementary
Treaty and give its advice and consent to ratifi-
cation.

WILLIAM J. CLINTON

The White House,
June 9, 1995.

Message to the Senate Transmitting the Switzerland-United States
Extradition Treaty
June 9, 1995

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

sent of the Senate to ratification, I transmit
herewith the Extradition Treaty Between the
Government of the United States of America
and the Government of the Swiss Confederation,
signed at Washington on November 14, 1990.
Also transmitted for the information of the Sen-
ate is the report of the Department of State
with respect to the Treaty.

The Treaty is designed to update and stand-
ardize the conditions and procedures for extra-
dition between the United States and Switzer-
land. Most significantly, it substitutes a dual-
criminality clause for a current list of extra-
ditable offenses, so that the new Treaty will
cover numerous offenses not now covered by
our extradition treaty with Switzerland, including
certain narcotics offenses, important forms of
white collar crime, and parental child abduction.
The Treaty also provides a legal basis for tempo-
rarily surrendering prisoners to stand trial for
crimes against the laws of the Requesting State.

The Treaty further represents an important
step in combatting terrorism by excluding from
the scope of the political offense exception of-

fenses typically committed by terrorists for
which both the United States and Switzerland
have an obligation under a multilateral inter-
national agreement to extradite or submit to
their authorities for the purpose of prosecution.
These offenses include aircraft hijacking, aircraft
sabotage, crimes against internationally protected
persons (including diplomats), and hostage-tak-
ing.

The provisions in this Treaty follow generally
the form and content of extradition treaties re-
cently concluded by the United States. Upon
entry into force, it will supersede the Extradition
Treaty of May 14, 1900, and the Supplementary
Extradition Treaties of January 10, 1935, and
January 31, 1940, Between the United States
of America and the Swiss Confederation.

This Treaty will make a significant contribu-
tion to international cooperation in law enforce-
ment. I recommend that the Senate give early
and favorable consideration to the Treaty and
give its advice and consent to ratification.

WILLIAM J. CLINTON

The White House,
June 9, 1995.
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The President’s Radio Address
June 10, 1995

Good morning. I know all Americans share
my deep pride and joy in the safety of Captain
Scott O’Grady. We’re proud of his courage and
his tenacity. And we are very grateful to our
armed forces for his swift and brilliant rescue.
I’m glad we have him back safe and secure.

Today I want to talk about a very real threat
to the safety and security of young Americans
here at home: drunk driving. Drunk driving, es-
pecially by young people, is one of the most
serious and one of the most avoidable threats
to public health in America. I’m joined in the
White House by members of Mothers Against
Drunk Driving, Students Against Drunk Driving,
AAA, and the National Safety Council. In no
small measure because of the determined work
of private organizations like these, we have taken
some very important steps over the last decade
to reduce drunk driving.

Most of us who were Governors of our States
during that period strengthened our own laws
against drunk driving. In 1984, President Reagan
signed a bill giving States a strong incentive
to raise their drinking age to 21. Today, that
is the law of the land in every State. As a
result, teenagers can no longer drive to neigh-
boring States with lower drinking ages. This hap-
pened all the time before we had a uniform
drinking age, and all too often with tragic con-
sequences.

The crime bill I signed into law last year
puts tough new penalties on the books for peo-
ple who drive drunk with children in their cars.
It also makes it easier for States to prosecute
anybody who drives under the influence of
drugs or alcohol. And deaths due to drinking
and driving have dropped as a result of the
progress we’ve made, 30 percent in the last 12
years. The number of people under 21 killed
because of drunk driving has dropped 50 per-
cent since 1984.

This is good progress, and I expect the new
penalties in the crime bill will help to improve
things even more. But it’s not good enough.
Some 18,000 people will die this year because
someone sat down at the wheel after sitting
down at a bar. That’s about one every 30 min-
utes. Well over a million people will be injured,
one every 26 seconds.

This may sound unbelievable; it’s certainly un-
acceptable. But over 40 percent of all Americans
will be involved in an alcohol-related crash at
some time in their lives. Twenty-two hundred
people were killed last year because of young
drivers who were drinking and driving. Of that
group, 1,600 were young people themselves.
There’s something wrong in America when hun-
dreds and hundreds of our young people are
dying because hundreds and hundreds of our
young people are drinking and driving.

In most States, drunk driving is defined as
a blood alcohol content of .1 percent. When
underage drinkers become underage drunk driv-
ers, I believe we should go further. I want Con-
gress to call on the States to adopt zero toler-
ance laws for teenage drinking and driving. A
blood alcohol content of .02 percent, the equiva-
lent of one beer, one wine cooler, or one shot
of alcohol, should be enough to trigger the
drunk driving penalties for people under 21.
After all, if it’s illegal for people under 21 to
drink at all, it should certainly be illegal for
them to drink and drive. That’s a no-brainer.

Zero tolerance will save lives. It’s already sav-
ing lives in 24 States, including my home State.
Alcohol-related crashes are down 10 to 20 per-
cent in those States overall. And in some States
like Maine and New Mexico, all fatal crashes
at night involving young people actually dropped
by one-third after they adopted a zero tolerance
law. Unfortunately, there are still 26 States, in-
cluding large States like New York, Texas, and
Florida, that draw thousands of vacationing teen-
agers every year, without these zero tolerance
laws. It’s time to have zero tolerance for under-
age drunk driving all across America, not just
in some States.

As we redefine the relationships between
States and the Federal Government, it is clear
there are many things the States can do better
than we can do in Washington. And I’ve done
as much as I could to push more authority and
decisionmaking back down to the States, to en-
courage innovation in important areas like wel-
fare and health care reform. But there are other
things that are so important to our safety, our
security, to our children, and our future that
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