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LPAC-TV WEEKLY REPORT

The Infrastructure Principle: 
NAWAPA; Developing the Planet
July 28—Lyndon LaRouche was the featured guest on 
LPAC-TV’s Weekly Report today, hosted by John Hoefle; 
they were joined by EIR Counterintelligence Director 
Jeffrey Steinberg. A video of the dialogue can be found 
at: http://larouchepac.com/node/15335

John Hoefle: Welcome to the LaRouche PAC 
Weekly Report for July 28, 2010.

Today’s subject is infrastructure: the need for it, 
why it’s important, and specifically, the North Ameri-
can Water and Power Alliance (NAWAPA).

Lyndon LaRouche: The first thing you have got to 
do, is to drop the ordinary use of the term “infrastruc-
ture.” Infrastructure, as used generally by economists 
and others, is not a competent term; it’s diversionary.

For example, if you take the history of European 
civilization—European civilization began, essentially, 
as European civilization, even though forms existed 
before then, in the Mediterranean region, with the fall 
of the Persian Empire. At that point, the leading mari-
time power, took over from the land-based Persian 
Empire. And this created a new kind of system, in terms 
of power.

Because, what had happened is, that, while sea 
people are an old story in the history and pre-history of 
mankind, especially during the periods of the great gla-
ciations, particularly the one that ended about 17,000 
B.C., and gradually got down to about 400 feet higher 
water in about 4000-3000 B.C. And, during this period 
of glaciation, what had developed around the world—
we are talking about hundreds of thousands of years—
had been the development of interoceanic maritime 
systems, where people lived by virtue of flotillas of 
boats, which would fly, in a sense, together, across the 

oceans, according to the seasons and according to their 
inclinations.

And they would guide themselves from their point 
of origin, to their destination at long distance, by the 
stars. And these were the original mariners, the people 
who understood that the stars up there were not sprin-
klings on the heavens, not an accident, but a system. 
And the star system was the map, which you would use 
to go by sea long distances from one place to the other, 
by chosen destination.

These maritime people invaded the Mediterranean 
significantly, at the time that the oceans had risen up to 
about the present level. And they came in through the 
Strait of Gibraltar, and somewhat through crossing 
what we call the Suez area, but mainly there, and, since 
about 8000 B.C., had moved into what became the salt 
lake, which was the Black Sea.

So, these people then became supreme, in a sense, 
as controllers over the territory.

Now, there had been people living there, before, de-
spite the glaciation, but they had been people who were 
not seagoers; therefore, they were ignorant of maritime 
culture, though there were some maritime cultures 
which had moved in already in different parts of the 
world, as in Central Asia.

These maritime people, in taking over this area of 
the Mediterranean, generally became what we would 
call today pirates, like the “Pirates of the Caribbean”—
such as the Russian banks that operate out of the Carib-
bean! Right? So these pirate-type people, had estab-
lished a domination, as a maritime culture, over the 
people who lived more inland. And, as a result of the 
Peloponnesian War, the pirates essentially took over.
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A Maritime/Monetary Empire
And the pirates formed a group which became 

known eventually as an empire. And the first empire 
that was actually established after the death of Alexan-
der the Great, which composed the Near East, Egypt, 
and Rome—these were the imperial powers, which 
fought each other, but dominated. They would establish 
a maritime system, which was essentially a monetary 
system: They would develop a control of prices of 
goods, by use of pirate power, or maritime power, to 
determine prices, what the exchange rate would be 
among the peoples who lived there, and among the 
maritime colonies themselves.

So that became the dominant system from that time 
on, about 400-500 B.C., and settled into the dominant 
system of what became known as an “empire.” This 

empire was then consolidated in the time of the Roman 
emperors after the death of Caesar; it was consolidated 
as the Roman Empire.

Now, the Roman Empire did form what we call a 
“government,” but it was really an empire. It was not a 
kingdom, it was not a government of a people, of a lan-
guage-group, and so forth. They had an artificial lan-
guage which they invented, called Latin, and some 
Greek was allowed, because they could not get rid of 
the Greeks that fast. They tried, and they did not quite 
succeed.

In any case, since that time we have had an empire. 
And therefore, economy, as it developed from that point 
on—there were similar phenomena in other parts of the 
world, but this is the one that is dominant today. The 
one we are considering, is the European, or the Medi-
terranean model, which became known as the European 
model of economy. And this is imperialism.

Now, we had the emergence against empires, such as 
the effort of Charlemagne, and so forth, at various times, 
to form nations, which were kingdoms, which would be 
independent of the overrule by an empire. But the char-

“Our job is to change the 
planetary system,” LaRouche 
said, by using the ingenious 
scheme of NAWAPA, which is 
modeled on the TVA, but on a 
higher order of magnitude. 
NAWAPA will connect us to 
South America, to a Bering 
Strait railroad, thence to Asia, 
Europe, Africa, into one system 
of transportation, based on 
nuclear and thermonuclear 
power development, and based 
on turning the deserts of the 
world into green! Right, the 
Eastern Hemisphere, seen from 
space.

LPAC-TV videograb

NASA
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acteristic of this system, up to the time of Charlemagne, 
was the maritime economy as such, the control of all 
economy by maritime power, by these pirates who 
became the rulers—that is, like the Venetians later. From 
about 1000 A.D., the Venetians did the same thing.

And the Venetian system actually rules the world 
today, even though the Venetians are not as prominent 
as they once were, but what we talk about as the British 
Empire is actually a Venetian empire. You have a differ-
ence between the United Kingdom, as a kingdom, 
which is essentially a nation-state, but that is not the 
empire; the empire happens to be headquartered in 
London, but it is the empire, not the kingdom, that 
reigns. I do not think the poor British people know what 
is happening to them.

But the point is, we are dealing with that kind of 
system.

Therefore, as a result of this, the systems of econ-
omy that have evolved around the world were based on 
monetary systems. Monetary systems do not define 
economic value: Quite the contrary. They tend to oppose 
economic value, that is, physical economic value. And 
so, what happened with Charlemagne was a step against 
this direction. Charlemagne made a change in the defi-
nition of the basis on which society is organized, from a 
maritime control, as such, where going inland was not 
efficient, so that the maritime areas dominated the 
world. Charlemagne erected a system of canals, which 
connected the great rivers, from the Spanish border, 
eastward. This became a new system, and you had an 
explosion in the potential population with Charlemagne. 
This was set back by the counterrevolution against 
Charlemagne afterward, but the system was started, 
and still exists today in Europe.

The Fight in the United States
Even when we founded what became the United 

States, our internal commerce and our development as 
a nation was based as a quasi-maritime state, based on 
the development of inland canals, using the rivers and 
supplementary canals. So we did the same thing that 
Charlemagne had pioneered in his time: We built a 
canal system.

Later, from about the 1820s on, we made a change 
in our system: We introduced the railroad. Now the pro-
totypical railroad was the Reading Railroad, and this 
was to get coal, which was now a preferred fuel over 
charcoal, to get coal from the northern Pennsylvania 
areas, down the Reading Railroad, into Philadelphia, 

and the Philadelphia area. This resulted in the develop-
ment of railroads, which were generally like the Balti-
more & Ohio Railroad, which were oriented to getting 
the Ohio territory more fully developed and going in 
that direction.

But then, with these railroad systems, under the 
planned conception of the organization of the United 
States, under Secretary of State John Quincy Adams, 
we then moved to form a nation-state, from the Atlantic 
to the Pacific, and the Canadian to the Mexican borders. 
As a part of this process, we began to move railroads, 
even independently of river or canal-based systems, 
toward the result, which was launched under Lincoln, 
with the Transcontinental Railway system.

Our introduction of a Transcontinental Railway 
system changed the world economy. It changed the 
United States itself, very rapidly, over the latter part of 
the 19th Century. This was then imitated, beginning 
1877, by Bismarck in Germany, and similarly, in Russia, 
with the Trans-Siberian Railroad.

This then, became a threat to the empire, the old Ve-
netian empire, which was called the British Empire, by 
this time. So it was a fight, because the British Empire—
it’s not the English, it’s the British Empire—knew that 
the development of a revolution in the German econ-
omy, which is what Bismarck did—Bismarck reformed 
the German economy, rapidly, to conform to the revolu-
tion which had been made in the United States. And that 
was too much for the British!

So, what they did, is, they moved to prepare to de-
stroy the United States, Germany, and Russia, which 
they regarded as the major problems. And by killing a 
patriotic President, William McKinley, they brought in 
a skunk who had been Vice President, Teddy Roosevelt, 
a completely British puppet. And Teddy Roosevelt and 
Woodrow Wilson were the worst fascists this nation 
had ever seen. And their tradition is still that today. You 
want a Republican fascist, you go to Teddy Roosevelt. 
You want a Democratic fascist, you go to Woodrow 
Wilson. There’s your model.

And this continued until Franklin Roosevelt was 
elected President!

So, you had a period, from the assassination of 
McKinley, in 1901, and the inauguration of Roosevelt 
in 1933, which is almost a terra incognita for our re-
public.

So, Roosevelt made a revolution. And among the 
most significant parts of the revolution he made, was 
the TVA. The TVA took a virtual swampland, of poor 
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folk, and transformed it into one of the greatest engi-
neering miracles on this planet. This is where we relied 
for some of our nuclear capabilities in World War II, so 
you can see, this is no slouch: Here we are, within less 
than a decade, we have transformed a part of the United 
States! We also did something on the West Coast, the 
Northwest, and so forth.

So, now we had the American economy. Truman 
was not happy. Because, his friend Churchill was very 
unhappy: They were not going to tolerate what Roos-
evelt was going to continue.

In the meantime, we, in the United States, with the 
Parsons Engineering Company on the West Coast [in 
1964], developed what they considered a model for the 
United States, and for Canada, and Mexico: And that 
was, to organize a territory which Teddy Roosevelt had 
banned from development: the area from the 20-inch 
rainfall line, across the prairies, up to the coastal moun-
tain ranges on the Pacific—which is very much like this 
present bum we call President—to keep the United 
States backward: “You do not develop this territory. 
You do not develop this area.”

Today, for example, we drain the water underneath 
the sands. We do not get surface water development; we 
are gradually destroying the Western agricultural lands. 
There is no development.

The Parsons Company had an idea, which was very 

well developed, which was this idea of NAWAPA: the 
North American Water and Power Alliance. This was 
fully developed, but then, the Truman types, and similar 
mentalities, said, “No.” This remained an active pro-
posal up into the 1970s, still, but they said, “No.”

As a result of that, we have now reached a situation, 
where, under Obama, who is a product of what hap-
pened to the United States, especially once Kennedy 
was successfully assassinated, which eliminated his 
policy. And the United States, which was never really 
successful after World War II, because the programs 
that were in place under Wall Street control never let us 
really—what we did is, we used up a lot of our poten-
tial. Just used it up, and we called that “prosperity.” It’s 
like the sultan who got down to the last wife. And now 
we are at the point where the sultan has lost the last 
wife, in economic terms. So now there’s nothing left 
underneath us.

But at this point, we can do this.

The Principle of Infrastructure
Now, there is a principle involved here. It is a prin-

ciple which very few economists living today, have 
ever begun to understand. I know some very intelligent 
economists will understand this immediately, but most 
people called accountants, particularly, accountants, 
have no understanding of this, whatsoever, because the 

Library of Congress

Beginning in the 1820s, the United 
States shifted from canal transport 
to railroads. These railroads, like 
the Baltimore & Ohio, were 
oriented to developing the Ohio 
territory, and beyond. Shown: 
“View of the Erie Canal,” by John 
William Hill (1829); Peter Cooper’s 
steam engine, the Tom Thumb, of 
the B&O Railroad.
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accountants were created—the accounting profession 
of the United States, remember, was created by the Fed-
eral Reserve Act. Otherwise, it would not have existed. 
And the Federal income tax was created to fund the 
Federal Reserve Act.

Jeffrey Steinberg: Woodrow Wilson.
LaRouche: Learn your lesson, buddy! Go back to 

Hamilton’s national banking, get rid of this Federal Re-
serve System.

The problem here, is, people think of industry as 
being based on some ingenuity of some entrepreneur. 
Bunk! It can’t happen! Because the ability of mankind, 
to develop technologies, what we call productive tech-
nologies, agriculture and industry, depends upon the 
development of infrastructure, as properly defined. And 
infrastructure is typified by a shift from a maritime 
system, where the internal land area is poorly devel-
oped, and not developable, because of its poor develop-
ment, mainly because of water, or similar kinds of 
things; so we go from a maritime system, which is the 
dominant system of the world up until Charlemagne. 
Charlemagne introduces a revolution: He introduces 
the first nation-state in France, under him. After his 
death, that collapsed. It collapsed partly because Byz-

antium did it—they were out to kill him all the way 
around. So that lagged on.

We finally completed Charlemagne’s design for a 
system, in Germany, in the 1990s!

Steinberg: A thousand years!
LaRouche: All right, so then, you have the system 

of development of riparian systems, based on canal sys-
tems. This meant that the population could now live 
inland, because you had efficient means of communica-
tion and transport of freight along the water systems, 
the canals and river systems, which meant there was an 
explosion in population, because of the ability to in-
crease the productive powers of labor.

The next stage really came with the railroad. The 
development of the railroad was a revolution in econ-
omy, and required a lot of other developments, of in-
dustries and so forth, which were necessary. This is the 
platform on which the development of the United 
States, from 1861 on, depended.

So, it was not the invention of industry, it was not 
“Yankee ingenuity,” as such, individualism, that did it. 
It was government! When the national government, or 
international governments agree on developing a cer-
tain kind of infrastructure, typified by a maritime 

Franklin Roosevelt made a 
revolution; and one of its the 
most significant parts was the 
TVA, in which a virtual 
swampland was transformed into 
one of the greatest engineering 
miracles on this planet. Shown: 
FDR visits the TVA project at 
Norris Dam on the Clinch River, 
Tennessee, Nov. 16, 1934; 
construction work at the TVA’s 
Douglas Dam, Tennessee, June 
1942.

tva.gov
Library of Congress
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system, a riparian system, a railway system, and 
now, what we are moving into with a nuclear 
power—nuclear fission and thermonuclear fusion 
system. These are the platforms on which the pos-
sibility of increasing the productive powers of 
labor, rest. It is not the ingenuity of the entrepre-
neur. Yes, the ingenuity of the entrepreneur is pos-
sible. But you can not grow seed without soil: And 
the infrastructure has always been the soil.

Where are we headed now? Mankind, by man-
kind’s natural instinct, is looking toward Mars. 
Anybody who is sentient, and really alive, is think-
ing about, how do we colonize Mars?

Now, there are a lot of problems there. For ex-
ample, Mars has one-third the size of Earth. The 
gravitational field is shocking, it is a disgrace; and 
other problems exist there. Gravity is very poor, 
and you would kill people just trying to live on 
Mars, by virtue of loss of gravitation. Unless we 
can create artificial gravity.

That means we have to go from what we now 
know as an economic system, to a system which is 
based on the ability to develop Mars, as humanly 
habitable: an infrastructure question! To do that, 
we have to develop the Moon, because of the cost 
of getting there, by gravitational costs, getting from 
Earth to the Moon, is such, you have to develop in-
dustries on the Moon, in order to build the appara-
tus that allows you to go back and forth to Mars.

So the science, the engineering design, we trans-
port to the Moon. We build large automatic factories on 
the Moon, which we can control now, by more and more 
of what we call automation. But we have to have some 
people go up there. We have a problem of an exposure 
to the loss of gravity. We still do not know how to ef-
fectively control that, especially for long-term pur-
poses. For astronauts and other people, we make short-
term efforts experimentally and otherwise to do this.

We are now going to a new platform, even if we are 
not going to get there in this century, or until the end of 
this century, even at the best. But we are going to have 
to have a platform, which says we can actually go to 
Mars and produce something there. Whether we are all 
going to go there, I doubt that—there is not room for us. 
It’s only one-third the size of Earth anyway. But we 
have to create a platform, on which some people can 
operate for some time, in that area, and build largely 
automated systems for humanity’s use.

And that is going to be a precedent for a later stage. 

These all depend upon the organization—all the way 
through this system, the fundamental vector of organiza-
tion is increase of energy-flux density, as power available 
to people. It is not the number of calories you have.

For example, anyone who has any brains in science, 
would say, “cancel all these solar panels.” They are a 
waste. They are worse than a waste, they are negative! 
Because, every area you cover with solar panels, is area 
you have cheated of chlorophyll. The great advantage 
of solar radiation, which is a very poor power source, 
very inefficient: It can not develop a modern society. 
Get rid of the solar panels! They cost too much, they 
never pay for themselves! Stop the windmills! You 
know, get Don Quixote to work on doing something 
useful: Stop the windmills!

Energy-Flux Density
Because what we need—power to produce, is ex-

pressed not in terms of calories. It is expressed in terms 

“Get rid of the solar panels! They cost too much, they never pay for 
themselves! Stop the windmills! Get Don Quixote to work on doing 
something useful: Stop the windmills!” Gustave Doré’s depiction of 
Don Quixote, tilting at windmills (1864).
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of what is called “energy-flux density,” that is, the 
amount of power concentrated in a certain cross-sec-
tional area of power transmission. Therefore, in order 
to go to develop, to take dirt and make dirt a usable ma-
terial, you have to apply power. We are now past the 
point that we can maintain this planet on the basis of 
anything less than nuclear power. We can not go to 
space, and move people around beyond the Moon, and 
even that is difficult. You could not move many people 
there for a very long time. You have to get to thermo-
nuclear power, to get to Mars. Otherwise, you can not 
really do it.

So therefore, we are going through stages. Start with 
the maritime system, the riparian system, and the agro-
industrial system, successively, the nation-state system, 
where these depend, can only progress, by increasing 
the energy-flux density, whatever you use as the equiv-
alent of fuel. And that is the only way we can survive.

So therefore, what we are doing, essentially, in the 
case of proposing NAWAPA, which was a program pro-
moted largely by the Parsons Company, a construction 
firm, which is perfectly feasible. The design is complete: 
It covers Alaska, a certain part of Canada, and goes 
across the United States, down into northern Mexico. It 
will save us, save our lands—which are sinking, in the 
Western states, from the drainage of deep wells, exhaus-
tion of the water table—by not only conserving the 
water, but, if you apply the water to trees, especially 
trees, and leafy vegetables, in those areas, you have a 
high absorption—up to 10% of the solar radiation is 
captured by the trees, and converted into green!

So, when you turn these desert-like areas, or arid 
areas, or perennially arid, into areas which are growing 
green, especially trees, and leafy vegetables, and things 
like that, then, what you are doing is, you are creating a 
new water system, a new vapor system, atmospheric 
water system. So, you are going to get rains, rains, rains: 
It is going to be the same water, lifted up by exhalation 
from plants, and then it comes down as rain. Then it 
fertilizes, as it waters more plants, which goes down as 
a rain.

So now, you have increased the rainfall rate across 
the mainland of North America, without actually in-
creasing equally the amount of water we require. Be-
cause you are getting the water used a number of times 
by the weather system which you have created by grow-
ing trees and so forth; to do this process, you have to 
organize the process to happen: You have to have the 
irrigation systems, the other kinds of systems which 

will allow you to use the water you are saving to pump 
into this system, this weather system, and that is the 
way we can improve.

This same thing will have to be done by mankind, 
throughout Eurasia. The same thing will have to be 
done in Africa. The same kind of approach. What Africa 
needs, is, largely, not industries: Africa needs, first of 
all, infrastructure. It needs high-speed railway systems. 
It needs high energy-flux density power systems. With 
these weapons of infrastructure, and the organization of 
the water system in Africa, you can solve the problem 
of Africa. Similarly, in Asia.

So therefore, our job is to change the planetary 
system, in ways which coincide with this ingenious 
scheme, which is modeled on the TVA: The TVA risen 
to a higher order of magnitude is the NAWAPA. And 
NAWAPA is the model which connects us to a Bering 
Strait railroad, to Asia, and through a Darien Gap con-
nection into South America, we unite the continents of 
South America, North America, Asia, Europe, and 
Africa, into one system of transportation, based on nu-
clear and thermonuclear power development, and based 
on turning the deserts of the world into green! Which 
means, we are cycling the water of the Pacific and At-
lantic and other oceans, back into the land, and back 
into the sea, in the way it should be done.

So, one has to look at this thing, in these terms.

Obama Out; Glass-Steagall In!
Everything this current President is doing, is wrong, 

it is criminally wrong! So therefore, nothing is going to 
happen to save the United States from a long Dark Age, 
or Europe either, or the world at large, unless this Presi-
dent is removed! Now!! Because, the zero-point of 
chain-reaction collapse is approaching during the mid-
Summer into the Fall. The exact dates are not sure, but 
it’s there, it’s coming. The storm is here, the conditions 
exist, the explosion will occur

Get this guy out. Once you get this guy out, the first 
thing you do is Glass-Steagall. With Glass-Steagall, we 
cancel all obligations to these crazy banks. We have a 
system of banks we protect, which are the sovereign 
banks, essentially, of the mercantile banks, under Glass-
Steagall. Now the government is free to utter credit, 
against its own future ability to pay. We utter that credit; 
we use our mercantile banking system, which we are 
supporting, as reformed; we use that to fund large-scale 
projects of the infrastructure type, which will lead to 
the rebirth of industry and agriculture.
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We have hundreds of thousands of people with engi-
neering and related skills, who are now unemployed, 
largely to the credit of George W. Bush and, worst of 
all, this stinking President! If you do not get this guy out 
of the Presidency, kiss the United States good-bye, be-
cause you will not have much time to do it in! This is 
your last chance, if you don’t want to kiss the nation 
good-bye.

So, this is what has to be our conception. We have to 
go back to the conception of the United States.

What was the idea on which we were built? We 
were built because Europe had failed. And people 
came from Europe, and came to this territory, the 
United States, where they had a harbor in which to 
show what they could do. And we developed a system 
of government, which has no equal in the world, in 
terms of the Constitutional design of our system of 
government, when it functions. And we have seen that 
every decent President we have had, has caused it to 
function, and every bum we have elected, has ruined 
us! And the worst of all the bums of the United States, 
and the outright traitors, the worst of them all, is 
Barack Obama. And 80% of the population wants him 
out—if not 90%.

So, let’s throw him out. And in the process of throw-
ing him out, we launch Glass-Steagall again, the origi-
nal Glass-Steagall, the 1933 law, exactly! Just re-launch 
it. None of this funny stuff, these adjustments and that 
stuff, put that aside.

That will enable us, under a decent Federal govern-
ment which thinks like, well, even Kennedy, and thinks 

like Lincoln did, and thinks like John Quincy Adams 
did, thinks like Hamilton did; we have the ability, the 
knowledge, built into our system of government, our 
Constitutional system, which has no equal in the world. 
You just have to learn: You have got to get a President, 
and a Congress, to match that quality of that Constitu-
tion! Or, at least come up close to it, proximate to it, so 
it’s on a kissing basis, you know.

And that is what this is about. It is not about some 
scheme, some gimmick, a little thing we are going to 
do: It means we are going to take the vast legions of 
unemployed, skilled people, from places like the state 
of Washington, California, and so forth, and we are 
going to take those people who are highly skilled, who 
have engineering skills and related skills, scientific 
skills, who are now unemployed, and we are going to 
take some hundreds of thousands of those people, and 
we are going to employ them, in building up this system, 
in one of the large territorial areas of the world, which 
is largely, more or less, unused land, or wasteland. We 
are going to take that, and transform that part of the 
world! And it’s going to be the TVA, with its miracu-
lous effects within a decade, all over again, but on a 
grand scale.

And it is going to mean that, with an international 
agreement with Russia, China, India, and other coun-
tries, and hopefully, Germany very soon, will join to-
gether, with Japan, South Korea, and so forth, in doing 
the same thing, extending this on a global scale; and the 
thing that will define that, is our commitment to doing 
this in the United States, with Canada’s cooperation and 

EIRNS/Stuart Lewis

Throw out Obama; 
reinstate Glass-
Steagall, LaRouche 
demanded: We will 
take the vast legions of 
unemployed, people 
who are highly skilled, 
who have engineering 
skills, scientific skills, 
and employ them in 
building up the system 
organized around 
NAWAPA. Shown: 
unemployed youth 
attend a job fair, 
Leesburg, Va., April 
2010.
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with Mexico’s cooperation—they need it, as 
much as we do! With that, we can then extend 
this to Asia, as a direct system, and we can 
extend it to Africa. And those objectives will 
be sufficient, to give humanity something good, 
in the good news, for the rest of this century.

And by the end of this century, we should 
have reached Mars, with all the problems that 
have to be solved in between: Three genera-
tions, plus, between now and then, to reach 
Mars, and perhaps a bit earlier, and then go on 
to the next big chore. This means, essentially, 
three generations of those about to be born in 
this century, who are going to come out of the 
status of being dumped as bums, or worse 
than bums, and educated and inspired, that 
their children will not be bums. Their children 
will be something they can be proud of. And 
their grandchildren will be something better! 
And by the time those grandchildren are prop-
erly trained, and come along to maturity, we 
will then have the capability to complete this 
job, for this century!

And I will leave what we should do with 
the next century, to the people who are in the 
last generation of this century.

That is the concept, not some gimmicky thing. Yes, 
there are gimmicks, there are details and so forth. But 
you can not understand the program, or the mission, or 
why it is absolutely necessary, unless you get to the his-
torical concept, a rethinking, redefining the meaning of 
mankind. Mankind is the great blessing of all known 
Creation, but it has to be used properly. It has to be 
given the mission for its time, for its generations, a span 
of at least four generations, maybe eight, looking ahead, 
a mission which accords with man’s given nature.

It is not a gimmick: It is doing what our Constitution 
implies, what the intention behind our Constitution im-
plies, and we should become something that we can 
once again be proud of.

A National Mission
Hoefle: We have vast areas of the world, that are 

really undeveloped at this point, and this is the way in 
which we can open them up for development. And then 
you increase the productivity of the whole world. You 
raise the standards of living, you get humanity back on 
a growth pattern, instead of this pattern of collapse that 
we are in right now. So it is absolutely essential: You 

provide the water, the power, the transportation grids, 
and you just open the whole thing up.

LaRouche: One other thing has to be considered. 
The important thing now, is to get this message clearly 
delivered to the people, and there are some facts which 
should be asserted here, for people to reflect upon in 
this connection:

To those people who have scientific or related tech-
nological skills, who are out there, unemployed, and 
their families, we can give them what they want! What 
they need! To those who have lesser skills, but who 
depend upon those with more skills to help create the 
jobs, and the incomes, and the support they need, we 
have to get the population mobilized now, in the con-
ception that it is a mission for this nation, a mission 
which should be shared by the world, each for its own 
part, and that our cooperation around this mission, can 
get us out of this mess.

And the point is, that 80% of our adult population 
recognizes this President is no damn good, and the Con-
gress is mainly expendable, because of the treasonous 
role they played, under, first the two Bush administra-
tions, and now this, this tragedy. The main thing is, you 
have got people who are scared and demoralized, terri-
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The American people are enraged against those members of Congress who 
are complicit with Obama; they are appalled by the very fact that this 
Hitler-like Presidency could exist! Shown: organizing for the Rachel Brown 
Congressional campaign with the famous “Obama-stache” poster, Boston, 
Mass., April 2010.
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fied and demoralized, full of hatefulness, wondering 
who did this to them. How could this happen to them? 
How could this monster, this evil creature, this Obama, 
have come into the Presidency? And why do we still 
have him there?

These American people who are enraged against 
these members of Congress who are complicit with 
Obama; who are enraged, and appalled, by the very fact 
that this thing could exist, this Presidency, this Hitler-
like Presidency—has Hitler’s policies, mass murder! 
The death care, these kinds of things! Throw this guy 
out!

And throw him out on a positive basis: Put him in a 
place where he is protected, and he is protected against 
himself, above all. And let us turn the American people 
loose, with a job which is well-defined, was well-de-
fined in principle by the Parsons company, and by the 
people who supported that policy. It is implicitly the 
policy behind the TVA, but in an expanded way. And it 
is a policy which, in an aching world today, if the United 
States initiates it, will be easily grabbed up as a shared 
policy of other nations.

The main thing is to mobilize the awareness of the 
American people, that there is a solution, there is posi-
tive action, which they can participate in taking, that fits 
with the design of our Constitution, and get it going 
now, before more people die of Obamaism.

Steinberg: There are 33 states 
that would immediately be put 
back to work with this NAWAPA 
project. It is the kind of thing, 
where, as you say, the engineering 
design has been developed, up-
dated, and there is work that could 
be going on simultaneously, and it 
obviously intersects the situation 
both in northern Mexico, where 
you have had the spread of the 
Great Desert, a loss of agricultural 
production; you have got people 
being kicked out of the United 
States, back across the border into 
Mexico, where there’s now a 
crying need for this kind of project 
to create jobs. It has obvious im-
plications, because we are talking 
about work being done in Alaska, 
in the northwest of Canada, to de-
velop dams and channels, and 

canals, to capture this water flow; new energy systems.
It obviously also poses a great opportunity for a 

young generation, kids in their teens and in their early 
20s, who have been deprived of any participation in a 
growing real economy, to educate them, and prepare 
them to take leadership, when, right now, they have got 
none of the skills required to take charge, mid-way 
through this coming century.

LaRouche: You know what it would take? Glass-
Steagall: Cancel the bailout! And take the money, the ob-
ligations we have cancelled as illegitimate because they 
are part of the bailout, that same amount of credit recap-
tured under the control of the U.S. government will be 
enough to finance the entire launching of the recovery.

Steinberg: I think Neil Barofsky, in testimony last 
year at the Senate, said that the commitments that have 
been made, plus the money already doled out, to bail 
out these banks that engaged in criminal conspiracy, 
reached $23.7 trillion. So even that is orders of magni-
tude beyond what you would need to get this NAWAPA 
project going.

LaRouche: Well, it is not just the NAWAPA proj-
ect: You are going to have to do a lot of supplementary 
work. The NAWAPA project will be the keystone.

For example: We lost the engineering capability of 
the auto industry; we are losing the capability of the 

NASA

We lost the engineering capability of the auto industry; we are losing the capability of 
the aircraft industry. And we are losing the capabilities which are represented by NASA. 
Shown: the International Space Station, May 2010.
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aircraft industry. And we are losing the capabilities 
which are represented by NASA, which has been 
drained down over decades already. Now, we want sci-
ence-drivers of all kinds. The NAWAPA project itself 
requires additional science-drivers. We will have to 
take care of people who are shattered; we have to repair 
a health-care system to make it correspond to the Glass-
Steagall system. We have to cancel all the changes from 
Glass-Steagall, which were done before then, because 
they are just bloodsucking by insurance companies, or 
so-called insurance companies. AIG is a perfect exam-
ple of the typical bloodsucker.

And the British monarchy is not going to be happy—
so, who cares? It’s their time to take it in the barrel, 
right?

Steinberg: Right, the shrinking Queen.
LaRouche: Right, the shrinking Queen.
So therefore, you need a shock-effect: You have got 

to put people back to work! You have got to get the 
communities functioning. You have got to get the mu-
nicipalities functioning. And they can not do it. Our 
Constitution does not let them do that. We have to give 
them aid. And only the Federal government has the 
lawful authority to give them the aid. So we have to re-
store our state and municipal systems! Which means 
that even if the area is not really a great bonanza for the 
future, we have got to maintain it. And only by main-
taining people who do not really have the opportunity 
of more useful occupations, in those communities, we 
are creating the foundation, the platform, in which 
something like the NAWAPA project and its implica-
tions can take off.

And the way you have to build up, you have to build 
up the science-driver, and we have, in NASA, we have 
the core of the science-driver we need. Everything is 
there, and the most advanced research we need to get to 
the next century is all there. So this amount—we wasted, 
since Sept. 1, of 2007, when I had put up the Homeown-
ers and Bank Protection Act of that year: That act would 
have saved us all this nonsense.

Steinberg: Right. That $23.7 trillion in bailout of 
the banks and these other entities all occurred as the 
alternative to your HBPA, in that two- to three-year 
period.

LaRouche: Right, and Barney Frank is the chief 
culprit. I mean, he is sort of the Artful Dodger of that 
particular crime syndicate.

Steinberg: Right, right, exactly. He bragged at the 
time, he was the guy who killed the HBPA in the House 
of Representatives.

LaRouche: And then denied he did it!

The Apollo Program
Steinberg: Lyn, you have talked a number of times 

about the turning-point factor: first, the death of Frank-
lin Roosevelt, and the advent of Truman, but also the 
assassination of John Kennedy. And you have talked 
about his confrontation with the steel barons and Wall 
Street, and his decision not to go into a prolonged war 
in Indo-China, no ground war in Asia. But it strikes me 
that the third factor, was his commitment to the Apollo 
program, to the science-driver to lead the entire U.S. 
economy, into this extraterrestrial mission.

LaRouche: If you are older, as I am, you remember 
the run-up to the election of Kennedy. And the run-up, 
which I had a little participation in, at one time, was 
Eleanor Roosevelt: Eleanor Roosevelt’s backing, and 
sort of retooling of the mind of the future President, was 
a key factor in this.

So, you have to take the various sides of Kennedy, 
and whatever was wrong with his father and so forth—
that, no, he actually did serve a purpose. Now, you do 
not have to ask deep questions about what was going on 
in his sex life, or things like that. Just forget that ques-
tion. Some of these guys from Boston do have certain 
ideas about “entertainment,” which I do not share!

But his commitment, and his performance in com-
mitment as President, was increasingly improved, as he 
approached the time when these swine killed him—and 
it was not Lee Harvey Oswald, it was some other guys, 
who came from Spain. And came over to do the job, 
across the border from Mexico, and they walked over 
the border the other way, once he was dead, while 
people were still trying to pick up the pieces. But he 
was killed because he was in the way.

He was in the way of this policy, which we have 
been drifting into ever since. The first step was the Viet-
nam War. That is what he tried to prevent, and Douglas 
MacArthur tried to prevent, among others. And he was 
right! And he was stubborn! And they hated him—so 
they killed him! And it was not Lee Harvey Oswald.

So, to assess that, you have to take the good side of 
what he did do as President, in a commitment which he 
expressed by his association with Eleanor Roosevelt at 
that time: that he was going to continue the image of her 
husband. And he did! I mean, to every outstanding fact 
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we know, whatever private indiscretions he may have 
been involved in otherwise. And I think private indis-
cretions are pretty much run amok today.

Therefore, that is the way to look at it. Because you 
had Presidents who were not the greatest geniuses we 
ever had, but who were, nonetheless, honest Presidents, 
and had a commitment to the benefit of the nation; and 
you had real bums, who, suddenly, would get money 
from Wall Street for their elections campaigns. Or from 
Britain; same thing.

And that is where the problem lies. And what hap-
pens is, our people, at the same time, were conditioned, 
particularly by the reign of terror which Truman un-
leashed on behalf of Churchill, you know, what we 
called the Red Scare, the rage, that was unleashed then, 
the terror. And it took the stuffing out of our people. It 
took the stuffing out of most of my own generation, 
who had been one thing, or had become one thing, in 
the course of fighting the war, and when I got back from 
service in 1946, Spring of ’46, from overseas, the coun-
try had changed. The morals and morale of our people 
had, by and large, changed, and we no longer had the 
“get up and go” that we had had under Roosevelt.

And the problem today, is, we have a population 

which, because they despise what has hap-
pened to them, and what has happened to this 
country, they have the right instinct. They want 
Obama out! They want his policies out more 
than him! They hate his policies! Eighty per-
cent of the population hates the President’s 
policies! Eighty percent of the population 
wants Glass-Steagall in! Eighty percent of the 
population wants everything that Obama has 
proposed thrown out! On health care and ev-
erything else. So throw the bum out! It’s easy 
to throw the bum out, if you know how to do it. 
You do not have to kill him. It’s much more ef-
fective to throw him out, Nixon-style, and this 
guy is worse than Nixon, by far. And the hostil-
ity against what he represents is far worse than 
anything that Nixon ever experienced.

Throw him out! Why? Well, because he is 
a criminal. His policies are immoral. These 
are anti-Constitutional: Throw him out!

Steinberg: You know, as bad as the Con-
gress has been, worse and worse over the last 
years, the only instance that I have seen, 
where you have had actual bipartisan consen-

sus in both the House and the Senate, was to oppose 
Obama’s efforts to completely dismantle NASA. It is 
the one area, where it was just so egregiously a crime 
against the nation, and against future generations, that 
you got some degree of sanity out of this bunch of cow-
ards in Washington.

And you know, you take the Kennedy policy on in-
frastructure, and particularly, the Apollo program, and 
you look at Obama, and you see that he is basically out 
to systematically dismantle everything that was repre-
sented by the best of our handful of Presidents who 
were great.

LaRouche: He does not have the intention. He just 
takes the intention the British give him.

Failed Personalities
Steinberg: Yes, exactly. Whose desire is to destroy 

the U.S.
LaRouche: You have to understand—you take the 

comparable cases. I should say, again, and it is no exag-
geration in what I am saying, that to understand Obama, 
as I exposed him on April 11 of 2009, as I exposed him! 
This guy is in the footsteps of the Emperor Nero; he has 
exactly the psychological profile of the Emperor Nero. 

FDR Library

Eleanor Roosevelt played a significant role in the “retooling of the mind of 
the future President,” John F. Kennedy, such that, during his brief 
Presidency, the nation was returned to FDR-style policies.
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He also has the exact profile of Adolf Hitler. Hitler, 
Obama, and Nero, are classed psychologically as “failed 
personalities.” That is, they have no moral structure of 
the type you would expect of a sane, healthy human 
being. They are just completely opportunists. And all of 
them came into power, not because they had talent, but 
because they were put in power. And when they were 
put in power, they had no understanding, no mission-
orientation for the good of their people of their nation. 
Therefore, they degenerated, because everything they 
did, was, by instinct, an egoistical affront to reality.

In other words, the inferior person, the failed per-
sonality, hates everything in society that works. The 
very fact that there is something that will work, he will 
try to destroy it, to build up his own ego, because his 
basic emotion is that he has a sense of worthlessness in 
himself. And in Obama’s case it’s obvious: If you know 
his family history, his relationship to his father and 
mother, you see all these kinds of preconditions for a 
failed personality!

He has no sense of inner worth! He desires to have 
a feeling, an optimistic feeling or an egoistic feeling, 
which compensates for his lack of sense of worth. 
Therefore, something that is good, is considered as a 
threat to his reputation in his own mind. Therefore, he 
must knock down the people he hates, who are the 
people who are not worthless, the people who are not 
failed. And that is what Nero did. And Nero, by doing 
this, destroyed Rome, the greatest mass killing of a 
population in Rome of any emperor.

And then you take Hitler: Hitler was picked and 
trained by the British, a total failed personality. A men-
tally deranged Austrian painter, with delusions of gran-
deur. And with all these people in Germany who were 
suffering this sense of failure, under the occupation 
power of the Versailles conditionalities, this mood of a 
sense of personal and national failure, was used by the 
British—and it was the British, including the Wall 
Street gang who is part of the same thing—who put him 
into power. This animal did exactly what Nero had done 
before him! He reacted to everything in society that was 
good, by degrading it, and proclaiming himself to be 
the alternative.

These mass rallies, these Nuremberg rallies, a per-
fect example of that. You should see these things! Just 
look at them in the films, look at the evidence! And you 
have got the same thing with Obama. Obama is not only 
a failure. He is a failure because systemically, he is a 
failed personality, and anything that seems to be good, 

anything that is appreciated, anything that is considered 
successful, is his rival, whom he must destroy! The 
health-care system, kill old people! Accelerate deaths! 
Create vast machines for putting people to die, system-
atically, because you consider them too old, or vulner-
able!

And this guy is a monster! There is nothing in his 
character that is any better than the character, as a psy-
chological characteristic, of Adolf Hitler and Nero.

Now, there are lots of other people loose in the 
world, who still have this same kind of problem, what 
you call a failure, or a failed personality. But when you 
put one of these guys into a great position of power, 
under conditions of crisis, you are inviting trouble of 
this type.

We have to recognize, and you know, you had some 
people who are psychologists who have talked about 
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Look at films of the Nazis’ mass rallies at Nuremberg; it is 
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the same thing with Obama. To Obama, anything that seems to 
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considered successful, is his rival, which he must destroy! 
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this failed personality problem going into the Presi-
dency, and they were afraid to touch it. That was a mis-
take: This failed personality problem has to be recog-
nized in the process of selection of high-ranking officials, 
especially Presidents. You can not have a failed person-
ality in the U.S. Presidency. And this guy has to be 
thrown out, because not only is he a failed personality—
you have to say that, because it is a fact—but you have 
to say: “The problem of this failed personality is that he 
has done the following, the following, the following, the 
following, the following criminal acts, which violate 
our Constitution! So, throw him out!” Nixon was a 
genius and a charmer, compared to this bum! And he 
should be thrown out quicker and further!

Steinberg: It does not require a prolonged process.
LaRouche: I think we should stock him in the base-

ment of Buckingham Palace. Where he can be under his 
overlord!

Hoefle: You know, you described this Hitler-like 
personality, and people look at this, and they say, “Okay, 
we have not really gone quite that far.”

Well, do you really want to wait, for the proof? Be-
cause that is where we are headed!

LaRouche: Look at the health-care policy. And 
look at the addition, now. Look at what this bum has 
done: This bum is exactly that. You know, when you 
have a failed personality of that type, you can map, even 
years in advance, where he is going to go under condi-
tions of crisis around him.

Steinberg: Well, it’s no secret: He’s got this “Cat-
food Commission” whose findings are going to come 
out in November. If he is still in office, they are going to 
go for imposing worse-than-Schachtian economics, 
murderous policies on the U.S. When a member of the 
House, [Rep. David] Obey, tried to introduce into the 
supplemental budget for the Afghanistan and Iraq wars, 
a measure to re-hire teachers, the White House response 
was, “We are going to remove that, and we are going to 
take money away from the food stamps program,” 
which is the last, desperate gasp that some people have 
to keep food on their plates, because there’s no jobs! 
That is typical!

LaRouche: That is your failed personality.

Steinberg: Exactly.
LaRouche: The guy has to be thrown out.

We Are at a Breaking Point
Now, look: There is no time: We are at a break point. 

And I am not sure that this nation would survive past 
November, with this guy as President. He has got to go, 
this month. Or the determination has to be made to get 
him on the way out, this month! And make it clear, he is 
on the way out! The first thing is to make it clear openly! 
And any Democratic official, who does not say that he 
is prepared to throw the bum out, has got something 
wrong with him! Maybe he’s got a morals problem, or 
a brain problem.

But, no: He has got to be out! Because, I know that, 
as of this point, you throw this bum out, with this Geith-
ner, who is this thieving Geithner—you throw him out! 
And you just keep the people in the Presidency who are 
there now, in the institution of the Presidency, who are 
the normal people, the types who have been there 
before.

You can reasonably get, with the support of the 
American people, with an election campaign, a Fall 
election campaign coming up, and the primaries already 
coming up—under those conditions you can get a turn-
about in policy, of the kind needed. Because the clamor 
for jobs out there, and the clamor against the collapse of 
the states of the United States, is such, that immediate 
action is needed. None of that action will ever occur, as 
long as Obama remains President! Unless he is being 
carried out the door.

So therefore, we must do that now! And any candi-
date for office, who is not prepared to throw Obama out 
now!—not next November-now!—has betrayed this 
nation, and should not be elected. Should not be elected 
as a candidate, to be a candidate, should not be elected 
at all. Any politician, who will not meet that standard, 
should not be supported under any condition! And 
should be encouraged to be thrown out!

Hoefle: You have, if you look at the history of the 
United States, every time we adopt the American 
System, we have this great spurt of programs which 
carry us for generations. And then you have a counter-
attack by the Brutish Empire, and we sort of put the 
American System on hold, go with these British types, 
and we immediately start to collapse. You know, it’s 
like putting the accelerator down, and then suddenly 
slamming on the brakes.

And now we have reached a period where we are 
under British control, where the economy is collaps-
ing—the whole country is falling apart! It is disinte-
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grating! And all the things that you just described are 
going on.

LaRouche: And the thing that causes these cycles is 
that, as our economy has progressed as a nation, the 
mean lifespan of capital improvements has increased. 
So now, you are talking about a 30-, 50-year lifespan 
for capital improvements, major ones. So therefore, 
what happens when you have a good President, for one 
or two terms? He will generally, with the aid of the 
Congress, will engender measures which are capital 
improvements. Now, capital improvements have a 
lifespan of, mean, 25, 50 years, somewhere in there. So 
therefore, you have a period of benefit.

But then, when the benefit wears out, and you got a 
bum who comes in, like this one, and the bum that pre-
ceded him, the Bush Leaguer—that is when you get this 
kind of problem. The economy collapses. Why? Be-
cause the long-term investments, are worn out, or wear-
ing out, and therefore, you are not replacing them. And 
that is what happened.

Clinton was put through the wringer, and from 1998 
on, he was put through the wringer. And therefore, his 
administration became less effective, because he was 
rendered less effective.

Then you have disaster: You have the most ignorant, 
least-qualified people imaginable—until Obama came 
on, that is the most unqualified, or something like that!

So that we are now in a cycle which is a long-term 
cycle caused by the Truman succession, where the gen-
eral impetus for real progress, global progress, was 
gone. And now you went into a period, with the Ken-
nedy assassination, with a ten-year war in Indo-China, 
drained us down, as a result of that. Then you had the 
destruction of the United States by the Carter Adminis-
tration, which was actually—

Steinberg: Trilateral/CFR “controlled disintegra-
tion” policy.

LaRouche: Yes, exactly. And then you had, what 
happened to Clinton: Clinton got his popularity out of 
the failure of the George H.W. Bush Administration, I 
mean this guy was a real wimp—he was a nasty wimp, 
but in terms of accomplishments—

Steinberg: Son of Hitler’s banker!
LaRouche: Yes, sure, that is why he was a wimp.
Then you get Clinton, who is enthusiastically re-

ceived by the population, because he is probably the 
most intelligent person in the Presidency since Roos-

evelt, and the only rival he has for intelligence was John 
F. Kennedy, as President. All the others were weak 
characters. Of course, Eisenhower was what he was. 
But he was handicapped by what had happened before 
him. But Kennedy was an exceptionally good Presi-
dent, if they hadn’t killed him, and Clinton was a good 
President, under terrible conditions.

But this past period, the past ten years—this is unbe-
lievable incompetence! And this disease, this man who 
is President is not a person, he’s a disease! His character 
as a human being is obscured by the fact that he’s pre-
dominantly the disease! He is sort of the person who 
has infected the disease.

Steinberg: One of the most stunning pieces of evi-
dence of that, plus this failed personality factor, is, here 
you have somebody touted as the first African-Ameri-
can President, reconstituting Jim Crow out of the White 
House, with this Shirley Sherrod affair, with the target-
ting of Charlie Rangel, one of the last FDR Democrats 
in the House, and people are absolutely stunned, that 
they were so bamboozled by this guy through the media 
machinery behind him and everything else!

LaRouche: They made the mistake of looking at 
so-called issues. And they took the issues which were 
largely dealt with by the press, the public press and 
media and so forth, and they were not thinking about 
the nation. They were thinking about appearances, they 
were thinking about gossip. They were thinking in 
terms of gossip, and they just did not pay attention. 
They did not pay attention.

They had no mission, they had no sense of mission. 
And the whole bunch of the Congress, with a few ex-
ceptions, are a really shameless bunch in performance. 
There was some good in the fight against the first ad-
ministration of George W. Bush. It tailed off in the 
second administration—the guts were not there any 
more, from the beginning of it. And now, we have got 
this bum in there.

If we do not get him out, by some time very soon, 
kiss the world good-bye.

Mass Strike Phenomenon
Hoefle: But then, when we do, once we get him out, 

then that opens to door to go back to the American 
System, to go back to this infrastructure in the way that 
you have described it.

LaRouche: Not just that—you have got better! You 
have got the invisible factor: You have something which 
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I understand, which very few people do understand, 
which is the mass-strike phenomenon. You have a 
mood, within the great majority of the adult citizens of 
this nation, who want this to happen! And only by des-
perate actions by this filthy President and his accom-
plices, is that President still in power!

You take this guy out, and what he represents, and 
the garbage will go with him! Like Larry Summers, the 
garbage will go! Geithner will go!

Hoefle: The whole behaviorist crowd.
LaRouche: Right! They are all gone! Because, 

then, when the conscience of the nation is aroused, with 
these 80% of the population: The adult population 
wants a change! Once they get rid of this guy, they are 
going to say, “We made a mistake, and they made a mis-
take.” And they will now demand the policies they want 
to solve their problem, and the problem of the nation 
that they see with it!

What about the skilled engineers and scientists in 
California alone? Look at them in terms of the project, 
the NAWAPA project: Aren’t they the people who are 
capable of being involved in setting that thing into 
motion?

Steinberg: Sure.
LaRouche: They are qualified. We have qualified 

people all over the country. We have the most qualified 
layer, which is a minority of the labor force, when they 
are put into motion, then a large part of the rest of the 
labor force gets a job, and gets a future! And you are 
going to have an explosion: If you get one step, on the 
damned brakes, when the damned President goes out, at 
that point, you will find that this nation will function in 
a revolutionary way: It will go back to being itself.

Hoefle: Well, the pendulum has been swinging back 
from this parasitic extreme, back towards the American 
System, and the Obama Administration is doing all it 
can do—you get this image of these idiots standing 
there, trying to hold the pendulum from swinging back 
as much as they can, but once they are gone—

LaRouche: See, the problem is, what I have to do, 
at my age, is not only because I have unique compe-
tence in this area, but because of the gutlessness of 
people, also combined with a lack of knowledge. So 
you have two problems out there, with people who wish 
to do good: They do not have the guts to do it, and they 
do not have the position from which to use those guts, 

and the people need them. And that is why it has to 
happen.

Those of us who do understand, who do have the 
guts to fight this thing—they are absolutely indispens-
able, not to become President, but to make this happen. 
There is a difference: John Quincy Adams was Presi-
dent for a short period of time, one term. But he was a 
Congressman for a long time after that. And what he 
did, as Secretary of State, as President, and as a Con-
gressman afterward, until 1848—he transformed this 
nation, through his living initiative which was the flag-
staff, which people surrounded and saluted. He got the 
thing in motion: He was the one who did the most, to 
craft the creation of this nation in its present form.

So it is not always the President that does these 
things. It is the citizen who does these things; and the 
citizen may be President, or not be President: But the 
citizen has the duty, if they have the guts and the knowl-
edge to do it, to make sure that the things that must 
happen, do happen.

John Quincy Adams, as Secretary of State, as President, and as 
a Congressman afterward, until 1848—transformed this 
nation; he was the one who did the most to craft the creation of 
this nation in its present form.
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Appendix

NAWAPA’s History and 
Scope

by Marcia Merry Baker

Aug. 1—In 1964, The Ralph M. Parsons Company of 
Los Angeles released its 100-page report, “North Amer-
ican Water and Power Alliance—Conceptual Study” 
(Ref. No. 606-2934), outlining key engineering and fi-
nancial parameters of its proposed project to divert 15-
20% of the run-off flowing northward to the Arctic, 
southward through western Canada, the United States, 
and into northern Mexico. The plan included a channel 
into the Great Lakes Basin, and companion proposals 
for developing the water resources of the Hudson Bay 
and James River basins.

In its summary, the Parsons report stated that, the 
“NAWAPA concept will utilize the geographical and 
climatological features of the North American Conti-
nent to collect and store the excess water of the north-
western areas of the continent and distribute it to the 
water-deficient areas of Canada, the United States, and 
northern Mexico in sufficient quantities to assure ade-
quate water supplies for the next one hundred years or 
more. This concept is based on the use of only that water 
which is now, and in the foreseeable future, going 
unused.”

Under the 30-year construction time-frame pro-
posed, plus 10 years for detailed engineering and site 
preparation, the NAWAPA program would now be in 
operation as of 2010. Its features are outlined below.

Instead, NAWAPA, and the scientific outlook em-
bodied in it, were killed off in the 1960s, by a massive 
intervention into U.S. law, policy, and public opinion, 
waged by London-centered international financial net-
works intent on subverting nation-states and economic 
growth. Prominent figures and agencies, operating 
mostly under pseudo-environmentalist cover, include 
the World Wildlife Fund (WWF), William K. Reilly, Bill 
Gates, and other operatives who call for depopulation.

Now, Lyndon LaRouche has put the NAWAPA per-
spective—“the Tennessee Valley Authority of the 21st 
Century”—back on the U.S. and world agenda, as part 
of do-or-die emergency actions required to restore na-

tions and science. The following are summaries of the 
political history and original scope of NAWAPA.

History: ‘Bold’ Infrastructure
As of the 1960s, water shortages were becoming 

acute in the Western states—the area traditionally known 
as the Great American Desert—given that the additional 
supplies provided by the FDR-era water-management 
projects, especially the Colorado River Basin system, 
were already insufficient for growth areas in California, 
Arizona, Nevada, and elsewhere. In fact, a water-rights 
feud went on for over 20 years between Arizona and 
California, and was only settled in 1964.

In 1959, the Senate established a Select Committee 
on National Water Resources to set a policy course for 
action on national and international infrastructure proj-
ects to relieve the situation and meet future needs. Hy-
drologists looked to construct large-scale interbasin 
transfers of water on the continent, and conduct large-
scale desalination of seawater on the Pacific and Gulf of 
Mexico coasts, based on cheap electricity from nuclear 
power. This was clearly the future for the dryland re-
gions of North America.

Canadian and Mexican engineers were of a like 
mind. For example, U.S. and Mexican scientists were 
conducting joint experiments on desalting water, under 
the auspices of the Office of Saline Water in the U.S. 
Interior Department.

Accordingly, in 1964, the Senate Committee on 
Public Works took up the NAWAPA concept, in its 
review of the mid-century water shortages. They formed 
a Special Subcommittee on Western Water Develop-
ment, which issued a thorough report by that name, in 
October, which was reprinted and revised up through 
January 1966 (No. 58-018 O), presenting the NAWAPA 
plan, complete with maps, charts, and economic benefit 
studies.

The report’s preface states: “Man’s dependency on 
an adequate supply of fresh water is an indisputable 
fact. It is equally a fact that there is an insufficiency of 
such water and that this insufficiency has been particu-
larly felt in the Western United States. . . . The time has 
passed during which this problem can be solved through 
traditionally local or piecemeal approaches. The solu-
tion must equal in magnitude the problem.” This was 
written by Subcommittee chairman Frank E. Moss (D-
Utah), who was also chairman of the Subcommittee on 
Irrigation and Reclamation of the Interior Committee 
of the Senate.
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The view of Moss and his colleagues was that a 
thorough engineering work-up for NAWAPA must be 
undertaken by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, and 
then construction should proceed.

All the standing institutions of the United States re-
sponsible for natural resources and infrastructure, con-
curred in this view: the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, 
the Interior Department/Bureau of Reclamation, the 
Federal Power Commission, and the U.S. Department 
of Agriculture/Soil Conservation Service.

Apart from NAWAPA, there were, at that time, 
3,151 individual hydro-projects of all sizes, authorized 
or contemplated in the Western United States by both 
Federal and non-Federal agencies, which, if completed, 
would provide 2,771 million acre-feet of stored (that is, 
“new”) water. In contrast, NAWAPA would involve 369 
principal projects, and yield 4,339 million acre-feet of 
stored water. The Senate report stated: “The NAWAPA 
system provides nearly twice the water storage for use 
in the United States as is provided in current Federal 
planning.

“Without NAWAPA then, the supply of water in 
Western United States will be substantially below the 
need.” Likewise, Canada and Mexico would be denied 
their development potential. Not only water supplies, 
but hydro-power potential would also be lost.

History: Infrastructure Denied
However, in 1968, NAWAPA, and anything cate-

gorically like it, were blocked from consideration by 
law, as a result of subversion operations deployed by 
modern-day British Empire enemies of the United 
States. Several actions and individuals stand out:

•  Henry “Scoop” Jackson (D-Wash.) played the 
leading anti-NAWAPA role in the Senate. This is in line 
with his whole career as a Truman Democrat, of fur-
thering British foreign and domestic policies, from the 
Cold War, to anti-infrastructure legislation. (He served 
in the Senate, 1953-83; and the House of Representa-
tives, 1941-52.)

As chairman of the Senate Interior and Insular Af-
fairs Committee (1965-68), Jackson repulsed all at-
tempts, arising from the dry Southwestern states, to ini-
tiate even merely exploratory studies of new interstate 
water transfers. He was adamant against international, 
interbasin transfers. Jackson, and cohorts in his home 
state of Washington, made the charge that the “South” 
must not be allowed to steal Columbia Basin water for 
California or any of the Colorado Basin states.

•  Propaganda against NAWAPA poured forth from 
the monetarists and pseudo-environmentalist networks. 
Some Washington State-based quackademics were 
hyper-active. The University of Washington’s James 
Crutchfield presented Malthusian lunacy as an argu-
ment against NAWAPA, in the pages of the September 
1967 and September 1968 Bulletin of the Atomic Scien-
tists: “Technological progress in agriculture . . . has con-
sistently outrun the growth of population and effective 
demand. . . . Nor is there any finding that the [NAWAPA-
induced] increased agricultural output would in fact be 
needed to satisfy growing demand at going prices.”

The positive view of NAWAPA, Crutchfield pro-
tested, rests on the assumption that there will be a need 
for more water in the decades ahead; but there is no 
evidence that there will actually be a shortage. “We 
must emphasize again that if realistic prices were 
charged for water, particularly for irrigation, much of 
the Southwest water ‘shortage’ would simply vanish.” 
He added that, in addition to “realistic prices” (call it 
the Enron Theory of Utilities), all you have to do is 
reduce waste and better manage existing supplies of 
water. “Unfortunately, we have been swept along with 
the view that larger consumption is somehow desir-
able.” But such an option is far too costly, in “this time 
of budget stringencies.”

•  Beginning in 1968, a 10-year ban was imposed on 
any Federal agency study of inter-basin water trans-
fers. This was included in the Colorado River Basin 
Project Act of 1968. (This law otherwise temporarily 
settled some of the long-standing water rights feuding 
between California and Arizona, by allowing Arizona 
to undertake new water management infrastructure, but 
within the Colorado Basin. This authorized the Central 
Arizona Project, or CAP.)

•  A new National Water Commission was set up in 
1968—with Commission members personally vetted 
by Jackson—mandated to be the only Federal entity to 
review inter-regional water projects, including any pro-
posal for inter-basin transfers. The Commission was to 
conduct a five-year study, and issue a report. This initia-
tive was aimed to kill off the FDR legacy of dam-build-
ing, and basin-management by the Bureau of Reclama-
tion, Army Corps, U.S. Department of Agriculture, and 
Federal Power Commission, all of which were in favor 
of NAWAPA.

Among the new, “non-governmental” expert Com-
mission members, were such as Russell Train, the 
raving depopulation “environmentalist.” Train was the 
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first vice president of the World Wild-
life Fund (WWF) at its founding in 
1961.

•  In 1973, the report by the Na-
tional Water Commission was a hash 
of some 250 miscellaneous projects, 
downplaying infrastructure. The ex-
ecutive director of the National Water 
Commission was Theodore M. Schad 
(1969-73), who said that “relative 
price” could allocate scarce water ad-
equately, so, new supplies were not 
necessary.

•  In 1978, the very goal itself of 
providing for ample, new water sup-
plies for all of North America, was 
abandoned, when a Carter Presidential 
Review of water policy established “conservation as a 
new national priority,” not infrastructure. The review 
called for “increased attention to environmental qual-
ity,” reducing pollution, and using less water.

A national disgrace, this shift was a national success 
for Russell Train, who at this time was president of the 
WWF (1978-85; and later, WWF chairman, 1985-94). 
Earlier, Train was the second administrator of the Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency (September 1973 to Janu-
ary 1977), begun in 1970, and associated with enforcing 
“clean” water, not expanded supplies. The EPA was a 
key instrument in carrying out another Scoop Jackson-
sponsored anti-progress atrocity, the National Environ-
mental Policy Act of 1969 (NEPA), 
signed into law, Jan. 1, 1970.

In tandem with all this, in Canada, 
there was unceasing propaganda run 
by London-serving networks, to 
insist that continental-scale water in-
frastructure is both undesirable, and 
an “American plot” to steal water.

LaRouche: ‘Science and 
Infrastructure’

LaRouche led the drive over the 
entire four-decade period, for geo-
economic intervention—specifically 
NAWAPA—and the science in-
volved. Soon after the founding in 
1974 of the Fusion Energy Founda-
tion, by LaRouche and other scien-
tists, FEF promoted nuclear desali-

nation and the NAWAPA plan for 
water infrastructure to create new 
man-made “natural” resources.

In 1978, the FEF and LaRouche’s 
U.S. Labor Party opposed Carter and 
the Russell Train subversives head-
on, over their block on NAWAPA and 
water technology.

In December 1979, the FEF maga-
zine Fusion ran a feature, “The North 
American Water and Power Alliance 
Proposal; Creating Water Resources 
for the Year 2000,” by Calvin Larson. 
In October 1980, the FEF sponsored a 
conference in Los Angeles, on “A 
High-Technology Policy for U.S. Re-

industrialization,” at which a presenta-
tion was made on “Water from Alaska”—the NAWAPA 
plan—by Nathan W. Snyder, from The Ralph M. Par-
sons Company.

During 1981, LaRouche political circles, coordi-
nated by the Democratic National Policy Committee 
(NDPC), led a cross-country campaign for NAWAPA 
and development, backed especially by state legislators 
in the High Plains states, suffering the depletion of the 
Ogallala Aquifer. For example, Kansas State Rep. Keith 
Farrar (R-Hugoton) told the High Plains Study Council, 
in October 1981, that any lesser proposal than NAWAPA, 
such as to try to import water from states bordering the 
Ogallala Aquifer, would be “cost prohibitive and politi-

cally impossible.” Bring the water 
down from the Far North, he said.

An NDPC conference in Hous-
ton, Texas, on Feb. 27, 1982 brought 
Farrar and many others together, on 
NAWAPA organizing, at which La-
Rouche presented a major policy 
paper, “Won’t You Please Let Your 
Grandchildren Have a Drink of 
Fresh Water?” This was published, 
with documentation on NAWAPA, 
in a mass NDPC pamphlet that year.

LaRouche continued the drive in 
the 1990s. In June 1992, another 
mass pamphlet was issued, featuring 
NAWAPA and nuclear-powered de-
salination, “America Is Running 
Dry—Build Great Water Projects 
Now!” by Democrats for Economic 

This 1982 pamphlet boosted NAWAPA.

Mexico, LaRouche Youth Movement

This 2008 pamphlet is headlined, 
“Before the Crisis, Build the PLHINO.”
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Recovery/LaRouche in ’92.
In September 2002, La-

Rouche wrote “Science and In-
frastructure,” an EIR Special 
Report, publicizing the 
NAWAPA plan as part of the 
scope of rebuilding necessary 
infrastructure across the board.

In November 2002, on tour 
in the northern state of Coa-
huila, Mexico, LaRouche called 
for a “Super-TVA” agenda for 
all North America, to conduct 
the crash infrastructure projects 
required. This included pro-
ceeding with the 1960s 
NAWAPA-era plans for the 
PLHINO and PLHIGON—
Mexican water transfer propos-
als (Figures 1 and 2), to move 
northward some of the run-off 
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                            PLHINO
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FIGURE 1

Mexico’s PLHINO Project

FIGURE 2

Mexico Major Rivers

Source: INEGI (Mexico).
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from the southern Sierra Madre’s 
western and eastern slopes. The 
PLHINO, in particular, which runs 
up the western coast of Mexico, 
would directly link up with NAWAPA, 
as indicated in the early Parsons plan 
(see “Vernadsky and the Biogeo-
chemical Development of the Great 
American Desert,” EIR, May 9, 2003, 
from which Figure 3 is reprinted).

In September 2003, the LaRouche 
movement intervened in the Califor-
nia re-call elections, against Arnold 
Schwarzenegger’s run for Governor. 
The NAWAPA plan was included in a 
mass pamphlet of the LaRouche in 
2004 Presidential campaign commit-
tee, titled “The Sovereign States of 
the Americas—LaRouche’s Program 
for Continental Development.”

In 2007, LaRouche again stressed 
the urgency to proceed on a conti-
nental plan, as a “NAWAPA-Plus” 
appoach for cross-border, Mexico-
U.S. development, involving new 
agro-industrial projects and millions 
of jobs, as opposed to the border 
strife occurring then and now, as a 
result of economic collapse and de-
spair. (See Dennis Small, “U.S. and 
Mexico Cooperate on Great Water 
Projects,” EIR, Dec. 7, 2007.)

In January 2009, the LaRouche 
Political Action Committee released 
a feature video, “NAWAPA-
PLHINO—The Future of the Ameri-
cas.”

NAWAPA: The Scope
Speaking for The Ralph M. Par-

sons Company, in 1980, Nathan W. 
Snyder told a conference of the Fusion 
Energy Foundation in Los Angeles, 
“The project was named North American Water and 
Power Alliance (NAWAPA), which name fits the coop-
erative relations needed by the alliance of Canada, the 
United States, and Mexico. In this plan, a replenishable 
resource, unlike oil, will be continually available for 
thousands of years. The aqueducts of Rome are still 

standing!” (The quotes below are also from Snyder’s 
1980 description of the original 1964 NAWAPA pro-
posal.)

The project can be visualized on a map, beginning 
in the northwest of North America (Figure 1). A portion 
of the headwaters of the Yukon and MacKenzie rivers—

Rio G
rande 

Colorado River

Yaqui River

Rocky Mountain
 Trench

Montana Pump 
Lift

FIGURE 4

North America: ‘NAWAPA-Plus’

Sources:  Parsons Company, North American Water and Power Alliance Conceptual Study, Dec. 7, 1964; 
Hal Cooper; Manuel Frías Alcaraz; EIR.

PLHINO PLHIGON

Ogallala
        Aquifer

NAWAPA

This “NAWAPA-Plus” map was prepared by EIR in 2007, using the original map of 
the North American Water and Power Alliance, by The Ralph M. Parsons Co., 1964. 
Features added to it include: the schematic bifurcation of channels to the west and 
east of the Rocky Mountains; the north-south channel from Canada into the area 
underlain by the Ogallala Aquifer; the east-west channel in the cross-border region 
between the U.S. and Mexico (which would rely on desalination sources as well as 
NAWAPA), and the PLHINO and PLHIGON channels in Mexico.
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which empty, respectively, into the Bering Sea and 
Arctic Sea—can be collected in the Yukon Territory 
and northern British Columbia, in a series of impound-
ments, from which water is pumped up into the north-
ern end of the Rocky Mountain Trench. This is “a vast 
cordilleran gorge extending south to Flathead Lake, 
Montana,” Snyder said. What is thus created, is a “regu-
lating reservoir, some 500 miles long, to store between 
300 to 400 million acre-feet, over three times the fresh 
water consumption of the coterminous 48 states. Waters 
of Alaska and northern Canada would be pumped into 
this catchment, the largest ever contemplated. . . .

“NAWAPA’s collection system stretches from the 
Yukon River to northern Montana. Its total drainage 
area encompasses about 1.3 million square miles, which 
enjoy heavy annual precipitation. Of a run-off of 800 to 
1000 MAFY (million acre-feet a year), NAWAPA 
would divert some 160 MAFY for consumption and 
waterway control.”

The distribution system is extensive, with the fol-
lowing main features. “South of the Rocky Mountain 
Trench, in central Idaho and southeastern Washington, 
a series of hydroelectric plants” and reservoirs would 
be developed on the rivers there (Clearwater and 
Clearwater North Fork Rivers, and lower reaches of 
the Salmon and Snake rivers). From there, the flow of 
the Columbia River could be supplemented or dimin-
ished as needed. “NAWAPA aqueducts and reservoirs 
would dot the slopes of the Rocky Mountains, provid-
ing water to the Staked Plains and lower Rio Grande 
River Basin, and serving New Mexico, Texas, Colo-
rado, Kansas, Nebraska, Oklahoma, and Mexico, via 
existing rivers.

“Flows from the Rocky Mountain Trench and Clear-
water subsystem would supply Idaho, Oregon, Utah, 
Nevada, California and Arizona in the United States 
and Baja California, Chihuahua and Sonora in 
Mexico. . . .

“In Canada, NAWAPA water would create a navi-
gable waterway across the Prairie Provinces, connect-
ing the Fraser River and the Great Lakes, and supplying 
water to the Great Plains. A barge canal would reach the 
upper Missouri and Minnesota rivers, stabilizing the 
flows of both.

“Through the Great Lakes connection, as much as 
48 MAFY of NAWAPA water a year would stabilize 
the level of the lakes and supply, when needed, dry 
areas in Vermont, New Hampshire, Massachusetts, 
Rhode Island, New York, New Jersey, Pennsylvania, 

Delaware, West Virginia, Ohio, Indiana, and Illinois, 
via a system of new and existing canals and aque-
ducts.”

The direct benefits, in terms of added volumes of 
water and power supplies, were calculated by state for 
each of the three nations. Of the total of 160 MAFY of 
water, there would be 80 MAFY directly reaching 23 
U.S. states, the largest volume being to California, Ar-
izona, Texas, and North and South Dakota. In Canada, 
58 MAFY, with the largest volume to Alberta, Sas-
katchewan, Manitoba, and the Great Lakes Basin. In 
Mexico, 20 MAFY, reaching seven states, with the 
largest volume in Sonora, Baja California, and Chihua-
hua.

The hydropower benefits—net of that required for 
the lift pumping stations—were measurable, and add 
up to a total of 70 million kilowatts of electricity. In 
the national breakdown, Canada would see 35 million 
KW, the United States 30, and Mexico, a potential 2 
million KW.

Translate all this into vastly increased irrigated agri-
culture, forestry, transportation, industry, towns and 
cities, and the landscape is entirely transformed. For 
example, in the United States, nearly 50 million more 
acres of irrigable land would become available—almost 
twice the area under irrigation in the 1960s. The percent 
increase in the Canadian Prairie Provinces is even 
greater.

In 1979, the FEF wrote of the import of NAWAPA: 
“Besides the drought-proofing effects of the plan by its 
integrated grid of reservoirs, canals, and tunnels, the 
Continental system would inherently act as a gigantic 
critical experiment for modifying the weather of the 
continent as a whole. The effects of increases in evapo-
transpiration, animal respiration, and artificial cloud 
seeding over wilderness catchment areas will provide 
invaluable information on weather control throughout 
the world.”

Thus, while the original 1964 NAWAPA proposal 
chose to focus on simply two aspects of the plan—the 
engineering concept for water and power, and also fi-
nancial estimates based on the 1960s time period—the 
actual eco-transforming potential is inherent in the 
nature and scale of the proposal.

Snyder ended his 1980 presentation, “But most 
compelling is the realization, as one stands before a 
beautiful lakeful of water, that millions of people nearby 
can live in decent homes and be secure in their jobs be-
cause of this monument of engineering.”


