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active in Young Democrats, Elizabeth became
involved in the workings of government as she
became a volunteer lobbyist speaking out on
behalf of substitute teachers in Sacramento. In
1940, she was elected to serve at the Demo-
cratic National Convention as the alternative
delegate for her first political mentor, Con-
gressman Jerry Voorhis, who was later de-
feated by Richard M. Nixon in his first bid for
public office. In that same year, she married
attorney Nathan H. Snyder, her husband of
fifty-eight years. During WW II, Elizabeth
worked for the Canadian government in Wash-
ington, D.C. and returned to California where
she became involved in the first of many Con-
gressional campaigns on behalf of her lifelong
friend and mentor, Chet Holifield.

None of her political activities was more im-
portant to Elizabeth than her life long effort to
bring about greater participation by women in
the political arena. During the 1970’s, Eliza-
beth devoted herself to the mentoring of Los
Angeles women in politics, holding weekly
luncheon meetings of the Thursday Group at
her Bunker Hill apartment. Her dedication to
improving our society extended beyond the
realm of politics. Among the many issues to
which Liz gave much time and effort in her
final years, she was especially proud of her
work on the prevention of fetal alcohol syn-
drome, which culminated in ordinances requir-
ing the posting in restaurants and bars of
warnings to women regarding the dangers of
alcohol consumption during pregnancy.

In addition to all of her varied civic activities,
Elizabeth will be remembered fondly by the lit-
erally thousands of men and women in all
walks of life to whom she provided comfort
and assistance in overcoming the adversities
of alcoholism and substance abuse.

In 1994, she received the prestigious CORO
Public Affairs Award in recognition of her life
long commitment to the reform of the Amer-
ican system of government in which she so
deeply believed. As Elizabeth herself once
wrote: ‘‘In the last analysis, the most signifi-
cant single political activity is not winning elec-
tions and defeating opponents: It is improving,
expanding and correcting government struc-
ture, so that democracy works.’’ Her life is
profiled in the University of California Bancroft
Library, ‘‘Women in Politics Oral History
Project’’ and in her autobiography, ‘‘A Ride On
the Political Merry-Go-Round.’’

Sadly, I send my condolences and those of
my fellow California Congressional Democrats
to Liz’s dear husband, Nathan and her daugh-
ter, Christina A. Snyder and her son-in-law,
Marc M. Seltzer.
f

THREATS AGINST ISRAEL

HON. BOB SCHAFFER
OF COLORADO

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Saturday, September 26, 1998

Mr. SCHAFFER of Colorado. Mr. Speaker, I
have addressed the House on a number of
occasions regarding one of America’s closest
and most-trusted allies, Israel. The following
article, written by Mr. Paul Mann, was pub-
lished on September 21, 1998 in Aviation
Week & Space Technology. Mr. Mann’s article
paints a sobering picture of the current threats
facing Israel today by the accelerating spread
of nuclear, chemical and biological weapons of

mass destruction (WMD) throughout the Mid-
dle East. America must take every step to
help Israel counter these threats through full
development and deployment of an effective
antimissile defense. I hereby submit Mr.
Mann’s article, entitled ‘‘Israel Lobbies Hard
For Antimissile Defense,’’ for the Record.

ISRAEL LOBBIES HARD FOR ANTIMISSILE
DEFENSE

(By Paul Mann)
Israeli legislators of all political stripes

are pressing for faster deployment of anti-
missile defenses, warning that democracies
everywhere face a ‘‘new world order’’ of dic-
tatorships increasingly equipped with mass
destruction warheads and the missiles to de-
liver them.

In an impassioned plea last week to their
counterparts on Capitol Hill, four members
of the Israeli Knesset called for a re-thinking
of strategic preparedness in light of the ac-
celerating spread of nuclear, chemical and
biological weapons of mass destruction
(WMD).

Recent Iranian and North Korean tests
suggest their missiles might have longer
ranges than previously thought. Israel sus-
pects North Korea of assisting Syria in de-
veloping an indigenous missile manufactur-
ing capacity. Tel Aviv also suspects the Da-
mascus government is working on nerve gas
warheads on its ballistic missiles date back
at least to mid-1997, according to the Carne-
gie Endowment for International Peace.

Israeli lawmakers want to expand on many
years of bilateral cooperation with the U.S.,
particularly in the interoperability of ballis-
tic missile defense (BMD) systems designed
for theater warfare. Israel successfully test-
ed its Arrow anti-ballistic missile again last
week and might eventually join in the U.S.
Theater High Altitude Area Defense (Thaad)
program, if varied problems that have dog-
ged it for years are finally overcome. Modi-
fications to the program might be announced
by the Pentagon this week, one U.S. law-
maker said.

At the first meeting of the American/
Israeli Interparliamentary Commission on
National Security, a joint caucus of legisla-
tors who are ardent missile defense advo-
cates, the Israelis sought to stoke up support
for their long-held advocacy of multilayered
BMD deployment. They placed heavy empha-
sis on boost-phase intercepts—striking
enemy missiles right after launch so the
warheads fall back on the attacker. This is
considered essential with the advent of
chemical and biological warheads in the pos-
sessions of regional military powers. Tel
Aviv suspects Iraq, Iran and Syria have
chemical warheads and probably biological
warheads as well.

But boost-phase intercept capability pre-
sents major technical challenges and almost
certainly will not be deployable in the next
few years, a period the Israelis consider cru-
cial lead time if theater BMD deployments
are to be ready when they are needed to
counter the emerging Middle Eastern threat.
Israel’s plan for a multiple-layer missile de-
fense had its inception in 1988 in a joint pro-
gram with Washington, begun under the
now-defunct Strategy Defense Initiative
(SDI) of the Reagan Administration.

The Israelis also met with high-ranking
U.S. military officials last week, including
Lt. Gen. Lester L. Lyles, director of the Pen-
tagon’s Ballistic Missile Defense Organiza-
tion. It succeeded the SDI office.

Beyond expanded bilateral cooperation,
Israeli legislators urged regional BMD co-
operation with Turkey and Jordan, and pro-
posed that the U.S. lead world democracies
in an initiative to head off a global mass
weapons capability while there is still time.

‘‘Jordanian officials are interested in this
kind of cooperation, which we intend to pur-
sue’’ when the congressional half of the
Interparliamentary Commission makes a re-
ciprocal visit to Israel, possibly in Decem-
ber, said Sen. Jon Kyl (R-Ariz), a commis-
sion member.

As for the presumed global potential of the
threat, countries that have never had WMD
‘‘can have it tomorrow because [the tech-
nology]’’ is so readily available; ‘‘it’s more
than a theater-specific issue,’’ said former
Israeli Finance Minister Dan Meridor of the
ruling Likud coalition.

Israeli lawmakers stressed there was no
time to lose, claiming that terrorist states
such as Iran are developing offensive ballis-
tic missiles faster than the U.S. and Israel
are developing defense against them.

‘‘They are ahead of us—we must face this
very clearly,’’ warned Brig. Gen. Ephraim
Sneh of Israel’s opposition Labor party.
‘‘Their ability to hit Israel and U.S. troops
in the Middle East is far ahead of what we
can do to contain it. Active defenses, like
the Arrow and Thaad, are indispensable, but
they are not enough. We must have as well
the capacity for preemptive defense—what-
ever that may mean.’’ Sneh appeared to be
referring to preemptive Israeli strikes
against emerging WMD capabilities, but did
not elaborate.

‘‘We’re now very close to a thousand mis-
siles surrounding the state of Israel,’’ added
Ran Cohen of the Meretz party.

‘‘And we don’t have Canadians as neigh-
bors,’’ rejoined Uzi Landau, Likud chairman
of the Knesset’s foreign affairs and defense
committee.

Arab nations have protested for years,
however, that Israel is a de facto nuclear
power, has nuclear-capable Jericho ballistic
missiles, is pursuing unmanned aerial vehi-
cles and cruise missile development and is
collaborating with the U.S. on the Tactical
High-Energy Laser (Thel) system (AW&ST
Aug. 12, 1996, p. 31).

Landau outlined the latest Israeli esti-
mates of the missile threat:

Neighboring Syria is believed to have hun-
dreds of very short-range Frog 7 and SS–21s,
plus hundreds of Scud B and tens of Scud Cs
with a range ‘‘basically covering the entirety
of Israel,’’ The Scud Cs are imported from
North Korea, which is assisting the develop-
ment of Syria’s independent manufacture of
those missiles, Landau alleged. ‘‘Tens of war-
heads with these missiles can be equipped
with chemical gases, and with respect to
this, a project is now underway in Syria for
development of a new, more advanced lethal
nerve gas of the VX type.’’

Iran has 300-plus Scud B missiles and 60
Scud Cs. Landau called Iran’s development of
its 800-mi. range Shahab-3 missile ‘‘vigorous,
done with the active involvement of North
Korea, and above it, Russia. Our assessment
is that without Russian assistance, [the Ira-
nians] would not have been as successful as
they were [in the Shahab-3 test in July] and
they need [Russian aid] critically for the
successful completion of this project.’’ The
Shahab would enable Iran to target Israel.

Iraq retains the know-how to reconstitute
much of its previous WMD capability, once
U.N. sanctions and weapons inspections are
lifted, according to Landau ‘‘It will not take
much time for Iraq not only to come back to
what it used to be, but to be much more of
a threatening force in the region.’’ Following
Iraq’s defeat in the 1991 Persian Gulf war, the
International Atomic Energy Agency discov-
ered that Baghdad had been secretly pursu-
ing a multibillion dollar nuclear weapons
program, code-named ‘‘Petrochemical 3,’’
employing thousands of people at numerous
sites. The regime of Saddam Hussein has
sought steadfastly to limit or thwart U.N.
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inspections of its WMD capability, which in-
cludes chemical and biological weapons and
materials.

The Middle East threat is unusually acute,
Landau argued, owing to three factors. First,
the outlaw regimes procuring WMD capabili-
ties have far-reaching, radical political ob-
jectives, among them supplanting Western
culture. In other words, they are zealots.
Second, the attempts to acquire WMD capa-
bility are being fostered with active foreign
involvement, namely Russia. Third, there
are no treaty or arms control constraints on
outlaw regimes to prevent them from using
WMD to promote their strategic goals.

‘‘When dictators of very poor countries,
particularly in the Middle East region, in-
vest scarce resources in such projects, they
do not do so for exhibition purposes,’’ Lan-
dau asserted. ‘‘They are prepared to use
[them]—they mean business. Such a Middle
East threatens other moderate countries in
the region like Turkey, like Jordan, like
other countries friendly to the U.S., such as
Egypt, the Persian Gulf emirates, Saudi Ara-
bia. Such a Middle East poses a threat to the
heart of Europe in a few years to come—and
beyond the European continent, not later
than the first decade of the next millen-
nium.’’

Reliable deterrence cannot be assured by a
single solution, technologically or otherwise,
Meridor cautioned. Intelligence, diplomacy,
economic sanctions, boost-phase intercept
capability—all avenues of deterrence will
have to be pursued. Seeking to dramatize the
urgency of the issue, he added: ‘‘If we don’t
deter [the threat] in time, with the whole
range of political and defense capabilities,
we will find ourselves in a very dangerous
situation. It takes time to develop [missile
defenses], it takes time to test, it takes time
to produce, to deploy and to train, and we
are in the last hour or minute.’’
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