Flute. He also taught extensively on poetry.

His work was expressed in the symposium he organized
for the Winter 1995 Fidelio feature on “Metaphor and Po-
etry,” which was introduced by his own article, “Some Simple
Examples of Poetic Metaphor.” He wrote short poems for his
friends, and longer poems that he never circulated, as well as
the poem “In Memoriam: Indira Gandhi” (reproduced on the
following pages), which was written in 1986, and delivered
to Mrs. Gandhi’s son Rajiv Gandhi (who himself became
Prime Minister of India), by Lyndon LaRouche’s EIR repre-
sentative in India, Ramtanu Maitra. Rajiv Gandhi had Ken’s
poem published in the Congress Party magazine. The poem
can also be found in the Fall 2004 edition of Fidelio.

Ken’s depth of knowledge of science, and his composi-
tional skills, and his commitment to educating a future youth
movement at the highest level, came together in his indispens-

turned to New York and took charge of the production of all
literature for the political movement. He founded World-
Comp in 1978 and became president of PMR in 1979. He
devoted himself to maintaining quality literature production,
through thick and thin, up to the day of his death.

Throughout all his political work, he collaborated closely
with his wife Molly, who took a leading role in the creation
of EIRNS and in production of the movement’s newspapers
and pamphlets. Molly joined Ken on the NCLC’s National
Committee in 1982.

For those of us who worked closely with him, and relied
on him, and for whom now the sorrow seems almost too much
to bear, Ken’s force of intellect and kindness to those around
him provide alegacy complementary to his intellectual contri-
butions, testified to by the extraordinary turnout at his funeral.
We extend our heartfelt condolences to his family.

able contribution to EIR’s special
Christmas edition of 2005. In that issue,
LaRouche’s paper “The Principle of
‘Power’ ” was supplemented by 19 con-
tributions by members of the LaRouche
Youth Movement on universal physical
principles, to make a powerful Socratic
dialogue. Without Ken’s commitment
to executing this project with attention
to every crucial detail, as with so many
others, it would not have happened.

The bare facts of Ken’s life should
also be noted. He was born in New York
City 58 years ago to Martin and Shirley
Kronberg. He attended Bronx High
School of Science, and graduated in
1968 at the age of 20 from St. John’s
College in Santa Fe, New Mexico. He
spent a year in Santa Barbara, Califor-
nia, as a junior fellow at the Center for
the Study of Democratic Institutions.
Thereafter, he returned to New York
City, where he did graduate work at the
New School for Social Research Gradu-
ate Faculty, and worked as an editor for
the American Institute of Physics, and
for John Wiley & Sons. In 1971, he
joined the Labor Committees; soon
thereafter, he married Molly Hammett,
who survives him. Their marriage pro-
duced a son, Max Kronberg, now 22
years old.

Ken was elected a member of the
National Committee of the NCLC in
1974, was asteering committee member
in the New York Region of the Labor
Committees, and a National Committee
member in the Midwest—in the Detroit
Region—from 1975 to 1977. He re-
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The Immortality We May Share

Dear Molly:

For all among us, the realization of the purpose of a life lies within a
certain continuity which is centered for each in both our forebears and in the
outcome of the lives of those who come after we have passed on. In all the
storms of life, our connection to that process and its outcome, is the durable,
immortal meaning of our having once lived. In moments such as these,
we either cling to that dedication of our living, or we were no more than
virtually beasts.

The ugly, horror-stricken moment must pass. To this end Nancy’s memo-
randum on a selection among certain aspects of Ken’s life as part of us serves
a certain, essential purpose, for this passing moment. What is left out of her
account, is the reference to what is even more crucial now than Ken’s past
life as such: what does his having lived mean for the future of mankind?

He was struck down by a sickness, amid more than a decade and a half
of both persecution by our enemies and betrayal by not only many among
our former friends, but truly evil forces of those who had already been not
only our own enemies, but, in fact those who are still, dead or living, among
the enemies of humanity today. What counts most, therefore, is what Ken’s
living contributed to the future of mankind.

Therefore, put aside the oppressive circumstances and the inner torment,
betrayals of trust, and sickness which Ken endured during recent times. Grasp
the essence of his life. That which is immortal is what is left in our living
hands, to defend.

What are we doing, therefore, for the future of mankind? That is a crucial
part of Ken’s future now that he is gone. On that account, the worst effect of
Ken’s passing is that on those who have abandoned efficient expressions of
hope in that future for which Ken dedicated decades of his life. As long as I
live, and hopefully, beyond, that banner, his banner, will remain unfurled.

Lyndon H. LaRouche, Jr.
Chairman, on behalf of the International Caucus of Labor Committees (ICLC)
April 19, 2007
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