
December 5, 2014  EIR Economics  31

agricultural, industrial, and electrical production, and 
transportation, affecting up to 12 African nations, thus 
transforming a large portion of the continent. This 
peace-through-development approach would contrib-
ute more effectively to dealing with the root causes of 
the growing insurgencies, such as Boko Haram, in the 
region, than simply employing counter-terrorism secu-
rity measures. Abdullahi was correct when he told a 
Washington, D.C. audience in August that if Transaqua 
had been implemented 30 years ago, we would not be 
witnessing the horrors we see in the CAR today.

Until now, there has been only minimal discussion 
of the much smaller Obangi water transfer project, 
which would only deliver 320 m3 of water per second, 
compared to 3,200 m3 per second with Transaqua. At 
best, the Obangi water project would add about 1.5 
meters of water to Lake Chad, increasing its surface 
area by 7,500 km2. Moreover, the Obangi project would 
not have the same transformative effect on all the coun-
tries of the two basins, since the 2,400-km canal ex-
tending from the southeast portion of the DRC to the 
CAR is an essential feature of Dr. Vichi’s proposal.

Freeman requested that the International Scientific 
Committee study the feasibility of Transaqua and invite 
Dr. Vichi to present his vision directly to the Commis-
sion. These sentiments were echoed by Abdullahi.

Look East for Development
The donor countries, dominated by Europe, oppose 

any water-transfer project, and have made this abun-
dantly clear to the LCBC. Prince Philip’s World Wild-
life Fund (WWF), the mother of the global anti-growth 
environmental movement, also opposes Transaqua. Al-
though a study of the Obangi project is included in the 
LCBC’s five-year plan, it has not been pursed enthusi-
astically, and there is no mention of Transaqua.

As a matter of policy, the West will not support in-
frastructure development projects for Africa that would 
save lives, reduce poverty, and improve living condi-
tions for tens of millions of impoverished Africans. 
U.S. Assistant Secretary for African Affairs Linda 
Thomas Greenfield stated on the eve of the 2014 U.S.-
Africa Summit: “We don’t do infrastructure.” Europe 
and the United States have decayed morally, politically, 
economically, and intellectually; they have no vision 
for the future for their own nations, much less the rest of 
the world. Their dying global financial system threatens 
to drag the whole world down with them.

However, the outlook of the BRICS nations, exem-
plified by China’s construction of a New Silk Road 

Economic Belt, and their scientific endeavors in lunar 
exploration, have an ingrained commitment to eco-
nomic progress, and a more optimistic view of the 
future. Freeman emphasized, during the two-day ses-
sion, that this growing movement of nations, cooperat-
ing in grand infrastructure projects to economically de-
velop their countries, are the natural allies of Africa, 
which should look to them for collaboration to make 
Transaqua a reality.

 LCBC Executive Secretary Abdullahi understands 
that thus far there has been a lack of political will and 
funds to carry out the necessary water-transfer proj-
ects. Intent on refurbishing Lake Chad, and improving 
life for all the countries in the basin, Abdullahi told 
EIR: “We need you to make our case known to all those 
who will listen and try to convince them the time is 
now.”

Marcello Vichi

Transaqua Author 
Greets Lake Chad  
Basin Committee
Nov. 18—This message from Dr. Vichi was read to the 
first meeting of the International Scientific Advisory 
Committee of the Lake Chad Basin Committee, 
N’Djamena, Nov. 17-18.1

Please accept a warm greeting by someone who, for 
more than 30 years, has worked to promote Transaqua 
among African countries concerned with a develop-
ment proposal: “An Idea for the Sahel.” I was commis-
sioned by the CEO of Bonifica [the engineering firm of 
the IRI-Italstat Group] to check out the feasibility for 
the construction of a new “artificial Nile” able to trans-
fer some cubic kilometers of water from the Congo 
River Basin (at that time it was called Zaire) to the Chad 
Basin, rescuing the Lake from almost certainly drying 
out.

The first cartographic analysis and hydraulic studies 

1. See Marcello Vichi “Transferring Water from the Congo to Lake 
Chad: The Transaqua Project,” EIR, July 22, 2011.
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confirmed the hypothesis that it 
would be possible to intercept 
about 100 million km3 of water 
from the high basins of the north-
eastern feeders of the Congo 
River, to pour into Lake Chad, 
through the construction of an ap-
proximately 2,400-km-long canal, 
without using any power, except 
the force of gravity.

The group of experts was con-
vinced that the “take-off” of the 
African continent could never take 
place by limiting interventions to 
many small projects, politically 
important, but almost exclusively 
for subsistence-producers.

By withdrawing 100 million 
km3 of water from the circa 1,500 
million km3, which, on average, 
the Congo River pours annually 
into the Atlantic Ocean, we be-
lieve we would also be compen-
sating for a “natural injustice” 
which, in the face of one of the 
greatest wastes of freshwater in the world, condemned 
one part of Sahel to a progressive and increasing 
drought.

Finally, we thought that the creation of more than 
2,000 km of south-north waterway in the heart of the 
continent, the creation of an industrial “pivot” in the 
Central African Republic, and a possible east-west, 
“coast-to-coast” motorway connection between the 
ocean ports of Lagos and Mombasa, together with a 
major production of hydroelectric power for local 
use, were all elements worth at least being consid-
ered.

This did not occur.
Why? Because African countries themselves did not 

fully believe in the “idea,” and did not attempt to obtain 
from international agencies the necessary financial sup-
port to verify the technical-economic, social-political, 
and environmental feasibility of the initiative. It was 
not a matter of endorsing the project a priori, but just to 
determine its feasibility.

Even though the feasibility study was never done—
and its cost, using modern means, would be reason-
able—the project has been viewed as a megalomaniac, 
pharaonic, utopian initiative.

Dear participants, do not allow 
your initiative to become yet an-
other lost opportunity. Play the 
“utopia card,” because “utopian” 
projects—the Suez Canal was in 
its time no less “utopian” than 
Transaqua—are today indispens-
able for the continent, if equatorial 
Africa wants to really free itself 
from the burden of endemic indi-
gence, and does not want to lose 
the race for global development 
which other continents have long 
since initiated. Some come to buy 
your resources, those resources 
that you have not been able to ex-
ploit to your advantage. Allow 
yourself one moment of megalo-
mania! Do it in the interest of your 
children and your grandchildren.

What To Do?
I believe that unfortunately—

but also luckily—finances move 
the world. Large multinationals 

are always ready to “cooperate” when they smell fat 
profits. One of the ways to go would be, if I may make 
a suggestion, the creation of an Ad Hoc Consortium 
among sovereign states, concerned with examining the 
idea of Transaqua (Chad, Niger, Nigeria, Cameroon, 
C.A.R., and whoever else wants to join), and address as 
a partner a Consortium of Multinational Companies 
(European, Chinese, Indian, American, Japanese, etc.), 
among the best known in the world for the construction 
of large projects in Africa.

The two consortia, joined in a sort of mixed African-
foreign multinational company, could bring together 
the economic resources to promote a feasibility study, 
and eventually, in case of positive results, a series of 
preliminary projects, then executive projects, and ulti-
mately a schedule for the execution of works. It would 
be fundamental that the “founding partners” of the 
mixed company clearly share among themselves tasks 
and responsibilities, mutually ensuring the future ac-
tivities of execution and management for at least the 
next twenty years.

I am aware that the approach is neither simple, nor 
easy, but neither are the problems of the continent. In 
my view, it is worth trying.
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Dr. Marcello Vichi, shown here addressing a 
Schiller Institute conference in 2011.


