He was the first elected Member of Parliament from the
Andaman and Nicobar Islandsin 1967. He became a Deputy
Minister in the Ministry of Finance, and then Minister of
State for Finance (Revenue and Expenditure). He won his
second term in 1971 and joined Mrs. Gandhi’s Cabinet.
His campaign against smugglers in 1975-76 made him a
household name.

During the last few years, K.R. Ganesh’s bad health had
confined himto hishomemost of thetime. But hewasaways
reading and letting his views be known to his politician
friends. During the last two visits of the LaRouches, the first
eveningswere spent having dinner with KR and hisfamily at
his home just outside of Delhi. It was necessary for me to
arrangethat dinner. KR would know what the trip was meant
for; and whom we intended to meet with and discuss matters
at hand. KR always had inputs to make and adviceto offer.

I surely will missthat very much.

A Memory of K.R. Ganesh
by Lyndon H. LaRouche, Jr.

January 6, 2004, Concord, New Hampshire, U.SA.

K.R. Ganesh was of my generation in more ways than one.
Although we first became associated in the late 1970s, and
first met directly in 1982, our personal association in acom-
mon cause began during late Winter and early Spring of 1946,
when | had recently come out of northern Burma, and wason
duty in Calcutta, awaiting my assignment to return to the
U.S.A. for discharge from military service.

Although, in those months, | had no firm knowledge of
thelate President Franklin Roosevelt’ sactual anti-colonialist
intentions for the post-war world, my prescience was that
Roosevelt had precisely such anintention, anintention which
coincided with my own. Therefore, in that time, | became
deeply involved with the prospect of the immediate freedom
and economic development of India. When KR and | met in
Delhi in 1982, it was as old comrades from among the battal -
ionsof India sstrugglefor independence—Spring of 1946—
meeting, after an absence of decades.

Wewereand are of abreed of veteransof shared missions,
who, in later years, are still acting in our seasoned cause, the
future of humanity. We are, and will remain that, long after
we have passed on. He lives till with me, and with al of
those, now departed and living aike, of that generation of
those who, inthe Autumn of life, shared in common the now-
matured intention we sharedin our youth, during those Spring
daysinIndia, 1946.

Those rarer ones like KR, have accumulated the subtly
efficient power to strike a blow for humanity even long after
they have departed thislife. | am assured that he will.
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IDF Shootings Spark
Resistance in Israel

by Dean Andromidas

Soldiers of the Israeli Defense Forces (IDF) fired on Isragli
demonstrators on Dec. 27 during a protest at the “ separation
fence” ontheWest Bank, better known aslsraeli PrimeMinis-
ter Ariel Sharon’s new Berlin Wall. Several demonstrators
were wounded, including one who almost lost hisleg, and a
member of the Swedish Parliament. And on Jan. 4, an Isragli
military court sentenced five conscientious objectors to one-
year prison sentences for refusing to be conscripted into the
IDF.

Both actions represent the harsh response by the Sharon
government to growing grassroots resistance to Israel’ s con-
tinuing occupation of the West Bank and Gaza Strip. The
occupation has become more and more brutal and has led to
nearly 1,000 Israeli and 2,500 Palestinian deaths, the vast
majority of whom are innocent civilians, including women
and children. This considerable dezth toll, along with the
thousands of wounded, has ensured that the suffering has
touched everyone among both Israglis and Palestinians.

“Human life haslost itsworth, and valueswe were raised
on, such as purity of arms, have become a bad joke,” read a
letter sent to IDF Chief of Staff Gen. Moshe Ya'aon. “A
country in which the army disperses demonstrators by live
gunfire is not a democratic country. . . . An Army that edu-
cates its soldiers that such a crime is conceivable has lost
al restraint.”

The letter was sent by Lt. Col. Eitam Ronel, who had
recently retired from the Israeli Army Reserves. Enclosed in
his letter were the leaf emblems which serve as the insignia
of hisrank. Hisprotest isyet another in thegrowing number of
acts of conscience that are unprecedented in Isragl’ s history.
Ronel’s letter, which also appeared in the Jan. 4 daily
Ha’ aretz, said, “Children regularly fall victim to our bullets
in the occupied Palestinian territories; thisisboth illegal and
immoral. . . . Theblundersand the humiliationsare becoming
more and more serious and numerous, as neither the orders
nor the punishments are clearly formulated.”

U.S. Presidential candidate Lyndon H. LaRouche signed
the internationally circulated petition to free the five Isragli
youths who have been sentenced for their refusal to servein
an “army of occupation.” The petition, which was sponsored
by the Refuseniks Parents' Forum, called for the release of
Hagga Matar, Matan Kaminer, Shimri Tsameret, Adam
Maor, and Noam Bahat, who, as of Jan. 7, had already served
ayear in prison while awaiting trial. Also on thelist, but not
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Five young Israelisrefusing to servein the occupied territories
have been sentenced to another year in prison. But “ refusal” has
spread, fromenlisted soldiersto Air Force pilots and now to elite
special forces commandoes. Prime Minister Sharon’sresponseis
toracetowall off atiny “ Palestinian state” —and perhapsto
spread the war by hitting Syria. (Seewww.refuz.org.il.)

yet tried, is Yoni Ben Artzi, who is the nephew of Isragli
Finance Minister Benjamin Netanyahu.

The five were tried in a military court on the charge of
“disobeying an order,” although they never were in the mili-
tary. Thegovernment refused totry themincivil court, fearing
thiswould put the occupationontria. The one-year sentences
are considered harsh, because the refusers had already spent
one year in jail and the maximum possible sentence was
threeyears.

“It is no surprise when a court of this kind sends us to
prison, while soldiersand officerswho commit crimesescape
without punishment,” Mater said.

Hisstatement isabsol utely correct. Of the 2,500 Palestin-
ianskilled over the past threeyears, no fewer than 2,000 were
innocent bystanders, the victims of soldiers and officerswho
presumably violated the rules of engagement—the Isragli
government claimsit does not have a policy of killing inno-
cent Palestinians. Y et themilitary hasopened only 72 investi-
gations, resulting in 13 indictments. There has been only one
conviction, which resulted in a suspended sentence, for asol-
dier who killed Mu’an Abu Lawy by firing his machinegun
at a group of unarmed Palestinians who were walking 500
kilometers away from his position. The soldier was not con-
victed of manslaughter, but of theillegal use of aweapon.

Reflecting the arrogance of the IDF, the prosecutor of the
five said that the sentence was “significant for the State of
Israel. This punishment will cause them to backtrack ontheir
refusal in a manner that at the end of the process, they will
understand the error of their delinquent ways and will serve
inthe IDF.”

In response, the five told supporters, “If they think that
thisis what will bring down the refusal movement, they are
wrong. . . . They have shot themselvesin the foot by turning
usinto heroes.”
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Member of the Knesset (parliament) from the Haddash
party Mohammed Barakeh called the sentence a “ draconian
punishment.” He added that the five were a “ conscientious
beacon for aviolent society.”

Member of the Knesset Roman Bronfman of the pro-
peace Meretz party called for the sentences of the five to be
commuted to national service. “ Jailing these youngsters will
not contribute athing to the strength and socia well-being of
the State of Isragl.”

While the five are among those who signed a high school
petition two years ago declaring their opposition to serving
in an “army of occupation,” they are not pacifists. They will
be joining dozens of reserve soldiers and officers who have
beenimprisoned for refusing to serveinthe Occupied Territo-
ries. These are the signatories of the famous “Combatants
Letter,” which was initiated in 2002 and has garnered the
signatures of 579 active reserve soldiers and officers.

Refusenik M ovement Spreading

Thereisno doubt that the refusenik movement isthe van-
guard of the outrage that is spreading to all sectors of the
population. On Dec. 21, Isragli reservists from the Sayeret
Matkal specia forces unit of the Israeli Army delivered a
|etter to Sharon and Defense Minister Shaul Mofaz, declaring
their refusal to serve in the Occupied Territories. Sayeret
Matkal is the €lite of the elite IDF specia operations units,
and it has had among its commanders and members former
Prime Minister Ehud Barak, and Finance Minister Benjamin
Netanyahu. Thisis the unit that conducted the Entebbe raid
that freed I sraeli hostagesin the 1970s.

The hard-hitting text reads, “We fear for the destiny of
thechildren of thisland, exposedtoan evil thatisunnecessary,
and to which we have lent our hands. We have long trans-
gressed the border of soldiers, just in their ways, and have
become warriors suppressing another nation. We shall cross
this border no more!” (see box).

“1 wassent to suppressanother nation,” oneof thesignato-
ries, amajor, told Israeli TV about being ordered to servein
the West Bank. “1 was sent to be part of an occupying army.
| don’t know what the political solution to this war is. But
what | haveto say isthat | cannot bury my head in the sand—
like so many in the army do. The IDF is out of control. The
country is out of control. | was sent to serve as a defensive
shield to the settlements, and this | refuse to continue doing.
| shed my humanity in many little deeds and actions in the
past, which | will not tell you about, and | will not do it
any longer.”

The letter led to another outburst by Israel’ s hard-liners,
because only last Sept. 27, Isradli reserve pilots, including a
brigadier general, signed asimilar | etter of refusal (see” | sradli
Pilots Refuse Occupation Order,” EIR, Oct. 3, 2003). For
example, Likud Knesset member and former member of the
Shin Bet Ehud Y atom, infamous for having killed with his
bare hands a handcuffed Palestinian prisoner in the 1980s,
called for the soldiers to be “prosecuted and thrown out of
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Sayeret Matkal Letter

We, citizenswho servein active reserve duty, fighters
and officers, Sayeret Matkal veterans, have chosen to
join the forward guard in the manner we have been
trained. With grave concern for the future of Israel asa
democratic Zionist and Jewish state, and with concern
for her moral image, we can no long stand aside. We
tell you today:

Weshall nolonger lend our hand to the subjugation
taking place in the territories.

We shall no longer lend our hand to the quelling of
human rights of millions of Palestinians.

We shall nolonger serve asadefense shield for the
settlements campaign.

We shall no longer deface our human image, as an
army of occupation.

Weshall nolonger deny our commitment asfighters
inthe lsraeli Defense Forces.

Wefear for the destiny of the children of thisland,
exposed to an evil that isunnecessary, and to whichwe
have lent our hands. We have long transgressed the
border of soldiers, just in their ways, and have become
warriorssuppressing another nation. Weshall crossthis
border no more! We stress and state: We shall continue
to protect the State of | sragl andthe security of itspeople
from al enemies. “He who dares—wins.”

the military.”

But many members of the opposition, who denounced the
act of refusal by the soldiers, nonethel ess blamed the Sharon
government for the current state of affairs.

Labor Party Knesset member Matan Vilnai, who was at
one time deputy commander of the elite unit, criticized the
letter as something that “cannot be accepted” but described
refusal as“aphenomenon that stems from the feeling of lack
of purposein government policy.”

Meretz Knesset member Y ossi Sarid, who also does not
support refusal, said that the phenomenon “shows that the
occupation isalso ruining the army.”

Outrage at thefact that the occupation isdestroying I srael
asanation crosses party lines. Mgj. Gen. (Reserves) Shlomo
Lahat, in a commentary in the Jan. 5 Ha'aretz, called the
Israeli occupation of the West Bank a “breeding ground for
hatred.” Lahat is aformer mayor of Tel Aviv and a member
of Sharon’s Likud. Describing a tour of the West Bank he
took with a colleague, Brig. Gen. (Reserves) Yitzhak Elron,
to observethelsragli military checkpoints, Lahat wrote about
the injustices and dehumanizing treatment of Palestinians at
the hands of Israeli soldiers. He concluded, “1 have the im-
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pression that the only purpose of the checkpointsis to make
things hard for the Palestinian population. | am convinced
that the checkpoints constitute a breeding ground for hatred
for Israel, and harm an innocent population in an inhumane
manner.” Lahat wrote that he supported the separation fence
only if it went along the greenline border. “ The present route,
whichcutsPalestinianvillagesin half, iscausing an additional
injustice to the population and is intensifying the hatred to-
wardsus,” Lahat wrote. “ For the sake of the Palestinians, but
mainly for our own sake, thefaster we end the occupation and
leavetheterritories, the better for us. | amwriting thisbecause
it isimpossible to stand by and remain silent.”

What Sharon May Fear

The soldiersand officersresponsiblefor the Dec. 27 inci-
dent, in which Isradli troops shot and wounded members of
thelsraeli protest group“ Anarchists Against the Fence,” have
gone virtually unpunished. In fact, the investigation has not
levelled any blameonthemilitary anditsrulesof engagament.
Speaking at a press conference on Jan. 4, Uri Na amati, the
father of Gil Na amati, who was seriously wounded in the
incident, said, “One must be drunk to believe the IDF’ s ver-
sion” about the circumstances of the shooting.

Theshooting of anlsraeli Jew by thel DFisunprecedented
and forboding. The incident recalls an incident in Germany
in November 1989, where the collapse of the Soviet empire
began with the opening of the Berlin Wall. One reason the
East Germans opened the Wall isthat they feared that masses
of unarmed demonstrators would attempt to force their way
through, challenging the regime to enforce its shoot-to-kill
order against anyonetrying to breach the Wall. It wasnot just
the prospect of perpetrating mass murder that stayed the hand
of the hard-core East German communist leadership, but the
fear that the soldiers of theregime’ s National People’ sArmy,
the cornerstone of the state, would refuse to shoot their own
countrymen. Such an act of defiance aone would have
brought down the despised regime.

Do Sharon and his generals have similar fears? The Dec.
27firingon|sraeli demonstratorspointstothefact that Sharon
isready to use the army to quell not only Palestinian opposi-
tion, but Israeli opposition as well. Observers point out that
thetimeis near when joint, peaceful mass demonstrations of
Palestinians and Israglis could occur against Sharon’s de-
spised wall—Palestinians from the east and Israglis from
the west.

One Israeli commentator recently wrote that under the
rulesof engagement, if demonstratorsor rioterstargetting the
fence cannot be stopped by ground troops, aircraft will be
used to “ defend” the fence.

Theobviousquestion becomes, will thel DF obey an order
to attack its own people? Shooting at demonstrators, even
those from a small, rowdy group outside the Isragli main-
stream, will not be easily dismissed. It might be Sharon’s
warning to his opposition not to test him. But if heis tested,
will the army shoot?
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