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In tribute to Columbus’ many achieve-
ments, the Congress, by joint resolution of
April 30, 1934 (48 Stat. 657), and an Act of
June 28, 1968 (82 Stat. 250), has requested
the President to proclaim the second Mon-
day in October of each year as ‘‘Columbus
Day.’’

Now, Therefore, I, William J. Clinton,
President of the United States of America,
do hereby proclaim October 11, 1999, as Co-
lumbus Day. I call upon the people of the
United States to observe this day with appro-
priate ceremonies and activities. I also direct
that the flag of the United States be displayed
on all public buildings on the appointed day
in honor of Christopher Columbus.

In Witness Whereof, I have hereunto set
my hand this eighth day of October, in the
year of our Lord nineteen hundred and nine-
ty-nine, and of the Independence of the
United States of America the two hundred
and twenty-fourth.

William J. Clinton

[Filed with the Office of the Federal Register,
8:45 a.m., October 13, 1999]

NOTE: This proclamation was published in the
Federal Register on October 14. This item was
not received in time for publication in the appro-
priate issue.

Letter to Congressional Leaders on
Deployment of United States Force
To Provide Support to the
Multinational Force in East Timor
October 8, 1999

Dear Mr. Speaker: (Dear Mr. President:)
On September 15, 1999, the United Na-

tions Security Council, under Chapter VII of
the Charter, authorized the establishment of
a multinational force to restore peace and
security in East Timor, to protect and sup-
port the United Nations Mission in East
Timor (UNAMET), and, within force capa-
bilities, to facilitate humanitarian assistance
operations. In support of this multinational
effort, I directed a limited number of U.S.
military forces to deploy to East Timor to
provide support to the multinational force
(INTERFET) being assembled under Aus-
tralian leadership to carry out the mission de-

scribed in Security Council Resolution 1264.
United States support to the multinational
force has thus far been limited to commu-
nications, intelligence, logistics, planning as-
sistance, and transportation.

Recently, I authorized the deployment of
the amphibious ship, USS BELLEAU
WOOD (LHA 3), and her embarked heli-
copters, to the East Timor region, including
Indonesian waters, to provide helicopter air-
lift and search and rescue support to the mul-
tinational operation. Also, embarked in BEL-
LEAU WOOD is a portion of her assigned
complement of personnel from the 31st Ma-
rine Expeditionary Unit (Special Operations
Capable) (MEU (SOC)). At this time, I do
not anticipate that the embarked Marines
will be deployed ashore, with the exception
of the temporary deployment of a commu-
nications element to support air operations.

At this point, it is not possible to predict
how long this operation will continue. The
duration of the deployment depends upon
the course of events in East Timor and may
include rotation of naval assets and embarked
aircraft. United States support for this multi-
national effort will continue until transition
to a U.N. peacekeeping force is complete.
It is, however, our objective to redeploy U.S.
forces as soon as circumstances permit.

I have taken this action pursuant to my
constitutional authority to conduct U.S. for-
eign relations and as Commander in Chief
and Chief Executive. I am providing this re-
port as part of my efforts to keep the Con-
gress fully informed, consistent with the War
Powers Resolution. I appreciate the support
of the Congress in this action.

Sincerely,
William J. Clinton

NOTE: Identical letters were sent to J. Dennis
Hastert, Speaker of the House of Representatives,
and Strom Thurmond, President pro tempore of
the Senate. This item was not received in time
for publication in the appropriate issue.

The President’s Radio Address
October 9, 1999

Good morning. On Tuesday the Senate
plans to vote on whether to ratify the nuclear
test ban treaty. Today I want to emphasize
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why this agreement is critical to the security
and future of all Americans.

Just imagine a world in which more and
more countries obtained nuclear weapons
and more and more destructive varieties.
That may be the single greatest threat to our
children’s future. And the single best way to
reduce it is to stop other countries from test-
ing nuclear explosives in the first place.
That’s exactly what the test ban treaty will
do.

The treaty is even more essential today
than it was when President Eisenhower pro-
posed it more than 40 years ago, or when
President Kennedy pursued it. It’s more es-
sential, even than, when we signed it 3 years
ago, because every year, the threat grows that
nuclear weapons will spread—in the Middle
East, the Persian Gulf, and Asia, to areas
where American troops are deployed, to re-
gions with intense rivalries, to rogue leaders,
and perhaps even to terrorists.

The test ban treaty gives us our best
chance to control this threat. A hundred and
fifty-four countries have already signed it, in-
cluding Russia, China, Japan, Israel, Iran,
and all our European allies. Many nations
have already ratified it, including 11 of our
NATO Allies, including nuclear powers
France and Britain. But for 2 years after I
submitted the treaty to the Senate for ratifi-
cation, there had been absolutely no action.

Now, only a week has been allotted to con-
sider it. That is especially disturbing since
the issue has been politicized—apparently
with large numbers of Republican Senators
committing to their leader to vote against it
without even giving the issue serious consid-
eration or hearing the arguments.

Now, a week is not enough time for an
issue of this profound importance. That’s why
I’ve said I want to see the vote postponed
so we can have a thorough debate that ad-
dresses all the legitimate concerns.

The stakes are high. If our Senate rejected
this treaty outright, it would be the first time
the Senate has rejected a treaty since the
Treaty of Versailles, which established the
League of Nations after World War I. We
all know what America’s walking away from
the world after World War I brought us—
in the Depression and the Second World
War. If our Senate rejected this treaty, it

would be a dangerous U-turn away from our
role as the world’s leader against the spread
of nuclear weapons. It would say to every
country in the world, ‘‘Well, the United
States isn’t going to test, but we’re giving all
of you a green light to test, develop, and de-
ploy nuclear weapons.’’

Last year rival nuclear explosions by India
and Pakistan shook the world. Now both
countries have indicated their willingness to
sign the test ban treaty. But if our Senate
defeats it, can we convince India and Paki-
stan to forgo more tests? America has been
the world’s leader against the proliferation
of nuclear weapons for more than four dec-
ades. If our Senate defeats it, we won’t be
anymore. If our Senate defeats it, what will
prevent China, Russia, or others from testing
and deploying new and ever more destructive
weapons?

Some oppose the treaty because they say
we still need to test nuclear weapons our-
selves to make sure they’re reliable. But this
week 32 American Nobel Prize-winning
physicists and other leading scientists told
the Senate that America doesn’t need to test
more nuclear weapons to keep a safe and
reliable nuclear force. After all, we stopped
testing back in 1992. And now we’re spend-
ing about $41⁄2 billion a year on proven pro-
gram, using our advanced technology to
maintain a superior nuclear force without
testing. Since we don’t need nuclear tests to
protect our security, this treaty does not re-
quire us to do anything we haven’t already
done.

It’s about preventing other countries from
nuclear testing; about constraining nuclear
weapons development around the world, at
a time when we have an overwhelming ad-
vantage.

I’ve told the Senate I would be prepared
to withdraw from this treaty if our national
security ever required us to resume nuclear
tests in the future. And I’ve urged them to
work with me to include safeguards in their
ratification act, as they normally do.

Some also say these treaties are too risky
because some people might cheat on them.
But with no treaty, other countries can test
without cheating and without limit. The trea-
ty will strengthen our ability to determine
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whether other countries are engaged in sus-
picious activity. With onsite inspections and
a global network of over 300 sensors, includ-
ing 33 in Russia, 11 in China, 17 in the Mid-
dle East, we could catch cheaters and mobi-
lize the world against them. None of that will
happen if we don’t ratify the treaty.

That’s why four former Chairmen of the
Joint Chiefs of Staff and the current Chair-
man have all endorsed the nuclear test ban
treaty. So have a broad spectrum of religious
leaders and many other leading Americans,
both Republicans and Democrats.

So I say to the Senators who haven’t en-
dorsed it, heed the best national security ad-
vice of our military leaders. Hear our allies
who are looking to us to lead. Listen to the
scientists. Listen to the American people who
have long supported the treaty. And since
you’re not prepared for whatever reason to
seize the priceless chance to fulfill the dream
of Presidents Eisenhower and Kennedy for
a safer world, delay the vote on the treaty,
debate it thoroughly, and work with us on
a bipartisan basis to address legitimate con-
cerns. And then you’ll be able to vote yes
for our country and our children’s future.

Thanks for listening.

NOTE: The President spoke at 9:06 a.m., c.d.t.,
from the Lake Michigan Room at the Hilton Tow-
ers in Chicago, IL.

Remarks to the United States
Hispanic Leadership Institute
Conference in Chicago, Illinois
October 9, 1999

Thank you. Good morning. You know, I
was a little sleepy before I came in here and
saw you. [Laughter] And I’m ready to go
now. I thank you very much.

Let me begin by saying a simple thank you.
Thank you for your friendship; thank you for
your support; thank you for bringing all of
the children who are here in this audience
today to remind us of what our deliberations
are all about. Thank you, Juan Andrade, for
your long leadership and your friendship to
me. And thank you, Rey Gonzalez.

Thank you for bringing the Juan Andrade
Scholarship award winners outside for me to
have my picture taken with them. I enjoyed

that. They were great. People who are wor-
ried about America should take a look at
those young people. They would worry a lot
less and feel a lot more hope.

I want to express my appreciation to every-
one at the U.S. Hispanic Leadership Institute
for working since 1982 on your noble mission
of empowerment through education and
voter participation. Your work has paid off.
You see it in greater Hispanic participation
in elections and in the growing number of
Latino elected officials, like Congressman
Luis Gutierrez. I think he is here today, and
I thank him for his work.

I also want to thank the many dedicated
Hispanic members of our administration, in-
cluding my Deputy Chief of Staff, Maria
Echaveste, who is here; our Director of
Intergovernmental Affairs, Mickey Ibarra;
the EEOC Chair, Ida Castro—I know she
has been or will be on your program—along
with George Munoz, Aida Alvarez,
Henry Solano, Saul Ramirez, and Secretary
Bill Richardson, and a number of other
young people in our administration who I’ve
seen wandering around here at your meeting,
and some of whom have worked on my trip
here.

Let me say that there is another mission
that you have followed over the years. You
have helped to forge unity among the diverse
elements of Hispanic America. You remind
us that there are actually differences of eth-
nicity, national origin, and even, occasionally,
of opinion among Hispanic-Americans; but
that you are united by common values of
faith and family, hard work, and a common
vision of a better America. That is America
at its best—a diverse nation, now the most
diverse in our history, and growing increas-
ingly so.

In a global economy, in a global society,
our diversity can be a godsend if we make
the most of it, if we enjoy it, if we respect
it, if we honor it, and if we believe that the
common humanity that unites us is more im-
portant than all the differences among us.
That thought was uppermost in my mind 61⁄2
years ago when I became President.

Vice President Gore and I came into office
determined to move away from the divide-
and-conquer politics which had dominated
our country for the previous 12 years. It had


