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Historical Fiction: China’s South China Sea Claims 

-- Mohan Malik 

The Spratly Islands—not so long ago 
known primarily as a rich fishing 
ground—have turned into an 
international flashpoint as Chinese 
leaders insist with increasing truculence 
that the islands, rocks, and reefs have 
been, in the words of Premier Wen 
Jiabao, “China’s historical territory since 
ancient times.” Normally, the overlapping 
territorial claims to sovereignty and 
maritime boundaries ought to be 
resolved through a combination of 
customary international law, adjudication 

before the International Court of Justice or the International Tribunal for the Law of 
the Sea, or arbitration under Annex VII of the United Nations Convention on the Law 
of the Sea (UNCLOS). While China has ratified UNCLOS, the treaty by and large 
rejects “historically based” claims, which are precisely the type Beijing periodically 
asserts. On September 4, 2012, China’s foreign minister, Yang Jiechi, told US 
Secretary of State Hillary Clinton that there is “plenty of historical and jurisprudence 
evidence to show that China has sovereignty over the islands in the South China 
Sea and the adjacent waters.” 

As far as the “jurisprudence evidence” is concerned, the vast majority of international 
legal experts have concluded that China’s claim to historic title over the South China 
Sea, implying full sovereign authority and consent for other states to transit, is invalid. 
The historical evidence, if anything, is even less persuasive. There are several 
contradictions in China’s use of history to justify its claims to islands and reefs in the 
South China Sea, not least of which is its polemical assertion of parallels with 
imperialist expansion by the United States and European powers in the eighteenth 
and nineteenth centuries. Justifying China’s attempts to expand its maritime frontiers 
by claiming islands and reefs far from its shores, Jia Qingguo, professor at Beijing 
University’s School of International Studies, argues that China is merely following the 
example set by the West. “The United States has Guam in Asia which is very far 
away from the US and the French have islands in the South Pacific, so it is nothing 
new,” Jia told AFP recently. 

China’s claim to the Spratlys on the basis of history runs aground on the fact that 
region’s past empires did not exercise sovereignty. In pre-modern Asia, empires 
were characterised by undefined, unprotected, and often changing frontiers. The 
notion of suzerainty prevailed. Unlike a nation-state, the frontiers of Chinese empires 
were neither carefully drawn nor policed but were more like circles or zones, tapering 
off from the centre of civilisation to the undefined periphery of alien barbarians. More 
importantly, in its territorial disputes with neighbouring India, Burma, and Vietnam, 
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Beijing always took the position that its land boundaries were never defined, 
demarcated, and delimited. But now, when it comes to islands, shoals, and reefs in 
the South China Sea, Beijing claims otherwise. In other words, China’s claims that its 
land boundaries were historically never defined and delimited stands in sharp 
contrast with the stance that China’s maritime boundaries were always clearly 
defined and delimited. Herein lies a basic contradiction in the Chinese stand on land 
and maritime boundaries which is untenable. Actually, it is the mid-twentieth-century 
attempts to convert the undefined frontiers of ancient civilisations and kingdoms 
enjoying suzerainty into clearly defined, delimited, and demarcated boundaries of 
modern nation-states exercising sovereignty that lie at the centre of China’s territorial 
and maritime disputes with neighbouring countries. Put simply, sovereignty is a post-
imperial notion ascribed to nation-states, not ancient empires. 

China’s present borders largely reflect the frontiers established during the 
spectacular episode of eighteenth-century Qing (Manchu) expansionism, which over 
time hardened into fixed national boundaries following the imposition of the 
Westphalian nation-state system over Asia in the nineteenth and 20th centuries. 
Official Chinese history today often distorts this complex history, however, claiming 
that Mongols, Tibetans, Manchus, and Hans were all Chinese, when in fact the Great 
Wall was built by the Chinese dynasties to keep out the northern Mongol and 
Manchu tribes that repeatedly overran Han China; the wall actually represented the 
Han Chinese empire’s outer security perimeter. While most historians see the 
onslaught of the Mongol hordes led by Genghis Khan in the early 1200s as an 
apocalyptic event that threatened the very survival of ancient civilisations in India, 
Persia, and other nations (China chief among them), the Chinese have consciously 
promoted the myth that he was actually “Chinese,” and therefore all areas that the 
Mongols (the Yuan dynasty) had once occupied or conquered (such as Tibet and 
much of Central and Inner Asia) belong to China. China’s claims on Taiwan and in 
the South China Sea are also based on the grounds that both were parts of the 
Manchu empire. (Actually, in the Manchu or Qing dynasty maps, it is Hainan Island, 
not the Paracel and Spratly Islands, that is depicted as China’s southern-most 
border.) In this version of history, any territory conquered by “Chinese” in the past 
remains immutably so, no matter when the conquest may have occurred. 

Such writing and rewriting of history from a nationalistic perspective to promote 
national unity and regime legitimacy has been accorded the highest priority by 
China’s rulers, both Nationalists and Communists. The Chinese Communist Party 
leadership consciously conducts itself as the heir to China’s imperial legacy, often 
employing the symbolism and rhetoric of empire. From primary-school textbooks to 
television historical dramas, the state-controlled information system has force-fed 
generations of Chinese a diet of imperial China’s grandeur. As the Australian 
Sinologist Geremie Barmé points out, “For decades Chinese education and 
propaganda have emphasised the role of history in the fate of the Chinese nation-
state . . . While Marxism-Leninism and Mao Thought have been abandoned in all but 
name, the role of history in China’s future remains steadfast.” So much so that 
history has been refined as an instrument of statecraft (also known as “cartographic 
aggression”) by state-controlled research institutions, media, and education bodies. 

China uses folklore, myths, and legends, as well as history, to bolster greater 
territorial and maritime claims. Chinese textbooks preach the notion of the Middle 
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Kingdom as being the oldest and most advanced civilisation that was at the very 
centre of the universe, surrounded by lesser, partially Sinicized states in East and 
Southeast Asia that must constantly bow and pay their respects. China’s version of 
history often deliberately blurs the distinction between what was no more than 
hegemonic influence, tributary relationships, suzerainty, and actual control. 
Subscribing to the notion that those who have mastered the past control their 
present and chart their own futures, Beijing has always placed a very high value on 
“the history card” (often a revisionist interpretation of history) in its diplomatic efforts 
to achieve foreign policy objectives, especially to extract territorial and diplomatic 
concessions from other countries. Almost every contiguous state has, at one time or 
another, felt the force of Chinese arms—Mongolia, Tibet, Burma, Korea, Russia, 
India, Vietnam, the Philippines, and Taiwan—and been a subject of China’s 
revisionist history. As Martin Jacques notes in When China Rules the World, 
“Imperial Sino-centrism shapes and underpins modern Chinese nationalism.” 

If the idea of national sovereignty goes back to seventeenth-century Europe and the 
system that originated with the Treaty of Westphalia, the idea of maritime 
sovereignty is largely a mid-twentieth-century American concoction China has seized 
upon to extend its maritime frontiers. As Jacques notes, “The idea of maritime 
sovereignty is a relatively recent invention, dating from 1945 when the United States 
declared that it intended to exercise sovereignty over its territorial waters.” In fact, 
the UN’s Law of the Sea agreement represented the most prominent international 
effort to apply the land-based notion of sovereignty to the maritime domain 
worldwide—although, importantly, it rejects the idea of justification by historical right. 
Thus although Beijing claims around 80% of the South China Sea as its “historic 
waters” (and is now seeking to elevate this claim to a “core interest” akin with its 
claims on Taiwan and Tibet), China has, historically speaking, about as much right to 
claim the South China Sea as Mexico has to claim the Gulf of Mexico for its 
exclusive use, or Iran the Persian Gulf, or India the Indian Ocean. 

Ancient empires either won control over territories through aggression, annexation, 
or assimilation or lost them to rivals who possessed superior firepower or statecraft. 
Territorial expansion and contraction was the norm, determined by the strength or 
weakness of a kingdom or empire. The very idea of “sacred lands” is ahistorical 
because control of territory was based on who grabbed or stole what last from whom. 
The frontiers of the Qin, Han, Tang, Song, and Ming dynasties waxed and waned 
throughout history. A strong and powerful imperial China, much like czarist Russia, 
was expansionist in Inner Asia and Indochina as opportunity arose and strength 
allowed. The gradual expansion over the centuries under the non-Chinese Mongol 
and Manchu dynasties extended imperial China’s control over Tibet and parts of 
Central Asia (now Xinjiang), Taiwan, and Southeast Asia. Modern China is, in fact, 
an “empire-state” masquerading as a nation-state. 

If China’s claims are justified on the basis of history, then so are the historical claims 
of Vietnamese and Filipinos based on their histories. Students of Asian history know, 
for instance, that Malay peoples related to today’s Filipinos have a better claim to 
Taiwan than Beijing does. Taiwan was originally settled by people of Malay-
Polynesian descent—ancestors of the present-day aborigine groups—who populated 
the low-lying coastal plains. In the words of noted Asia-watcher Philip Bowring, 
writing last year in the South China Morning Post, “The fact that China has a long 
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record of written history does not invalidate other nations’ histories as illustrated by 
artefacts, language, lineage, genetic affinities and the evidence of trade and travel.” 
Unless one subscribes to the notion of Chinese exceptionalism, imperial China’s 
“historical claims” are as valid as those of other kingdoms and empires in Southeast 
and South Asia. China laying claim to the Mongol and Manchu empires’ colonial 
possessions would be equivalent to India laying claim to Afghanistan, Bangladesh, 
Burma, Malaysia (Srivijaya), Nepal, Pakistan, and Sri Lanka on the grounds that they 
were all parts of either the Maurya, Chola, or the Moghul and the British Indian 
empires. 

China’s claims in the South China Sea are also a major shift from its longstanding 
geopolitical orientation to continental power. In claiming a strong maritime tradition, 
China makes much of the early-fifteenth-century expeditions of Zheng He to the 
Indian Ocean and Africa. But, as Bowring points out, “Chinese were actually 
latecomers to navigation beyond coastal waters. For centuries, the masters of the 
oceans were the Malayo-Polynesian peoples who colonised much of the world, from 
Taiwan to New Zealand and Hawaii to the south and east, and to Madagascar in the 
west. Bronze vessels were being traded with Palawan, just south of Scarborough, at 
the time of Confucius. When Chinese Buddhist pilgrims like Faxian went to Sri Lanka 
and India in the fifth century, they went in ships owned and operated by Malay 
peoples. Ships from what is now the Philippines traded with Funan, a state in what is 
now southern Vietnam, a thousand years before the Yuan dynasty.” 

And finally, China’s so-called “historic claims” to the South China Sea are actually 
not “centuries old.” They only go back to 1947, when Chiang Kai-shek’s nationalist 
government drew the so-called “eleven-dash line” on Chinese maps of the South 
China Sea, enclosing the Spratly Islands and other chains that the ruling Kuomintang 
party declared were now under Chinese sovereignty. Chiang himself, saying he saw 
German fascism as a model for China, was fascinated by the Nazi concept of an 
expanded Lebensraum (“living space”) for the Chinese nation. He did not have the 
opportunity to be expansionist himself because the Japanese put him on the 
defensive, but cartographers of the nationalist regime drew the U-shape of eleven 
dashes in an attempt to enlarge China’s “living space” in the South China Sea. 
Following the victory of the Chinese Communist Party in the civil war in 1949, the 
People’s Republic of China adopted this cartographic coup, revising Chiang’s notion 
into a “nine-dash line” after erasing two dashes in the Gulf of Tonkin in 1953. 

Since the end of the Second World War, China has been redrawing its maps, 
redefining borders, manufacturing historical evidence, using force to create new 
territorial realities, renaming islands, and seeking to impose its version of history on 
the waters of the region. The passage of domestic legislation in 1992, “Law on the 
Territorial Waters and Their Contiguous Areas,” which claimed four-fifths of the 
South China Sea, was followed by armed skirmishes with the Philippines and 
Vietnamese navies throughout the 1990s. More recently, the dispatch of large 
numbers of Chinese fishing boats and maritime surveillance vessels to the disputed 
waters in what is tantamount to a “people’s war on the high seas” has further 
heightened tensions. To quote commentator Sujit Dutta, “China’s unmitigated 
irredentism [is] based on the . . . theory that the periphery must be occupied in order 
to secure the core. [This] is an essentially imperial notion that was internalised by the 
Chinese nationalists—both Kuomintang and Communist. The [current] regime’s 
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attempts to reach its imagined geographical frontiers often with little historical basis 
have had and continue to have highly destabilising strategic consequences.” 

One reason Southeast Asians find it difficult to accept Chinese territorial claims is 
that they carry with them an assertion of Han racial superiority over other Asian 
races and empires. Says Jay Batongbacal of the University of the Philippines law 
school: “Intuitively, acceptance of the nine-dash line is a corresponding denial of the 
very identity and history of the ancestors of the Vietnamese, Filipinos, and Malays; it 
is practically a modern revival of China’s denigration of non-Chinese as ‘barbarians’ 
not entitled to equal respect and dignity as peoples.” 

Empires and kingdoms never exercised sovereignty. If historical claims had any 
validity then Mongolia could claim all of Asia simply because it once conquered the 
lands of the continent. There is absolutely no historical basis to support either of the 
dash-line claims, especially considering that the territories of Chinese empires were 
never as carefully delimited as nation-states, but rather existed as zones of influence 
tapering away from a civilised centre. This is the position contemporary China took 
starting in the 1960s, while negotiating its land boundaries with several of its 
neighbouring countries. But this is not the position it takes today in the cartographic, 
diplomatic, and low-intensity military skirmishes to define its maritime borders. The 
continued reinterpretation of history to advance contemporary political, territorial, and 
maritime claims, coupled with the Communist leadership’s ability to turn “nationalistic 
eruptions” on and off like a tap during moments of tension with the United States, 
Japan, South Korea, India, Vietnam, and the Philippines, makes it difficult for Beijing 
to reassure neighbours that its “peaceful rise” is wholly peaceful. Since there are six 
claimants to various atolls, islands, rocks, and oil deposits in the South China Sea, 
the Spratly Islands disputes are, by definition, multilateral disputes requiring 
international arbitration. But Beijing has insisted that these disputes are bilateral in 
order to place its opponents between the anvil of its revisionist history and the 
hammer of its growing military power. 

(Mohan Malik is a professor in Asian security at Asia-Pacific Centre for Security Studies, in 
Honolulu. The views expressed are his own. His most recent book is China and India: Great 
Power Rivals. He wishes to thank Drs. Justin Nankivell, Carlyle Thayer, Denny Roy, and David 
Fouse for their comments on this article.) 

Source: World Affairs, 1 June  

Is China 'Reciprocating' US Maritime Surveillance? 

-- Rory Medcalf 

The best stories from the Shangri-
La Dialogue, Asia's leading 
informal defence gathering, do not 
come from the public utterances of 
high-profile figures like Secretary 
of Defence Chuck Hagel. Indeed, 
the most extraordinary thing I 
heard at the first full day of this 
year's dialogue here in Singapore 

http://www.worldaffairsjournal.org/article/historical-fiction-china%E2%80%99s-south-china-sea-claims?utm_source=World+Affairs+Newsletter&utm_campaign=0230312c93-WAJ_Malik_6_5_2013&utm_medium=email&utm_term=0_f83b38c5c7-0230312c93-294592629
http://www.worldaffairsjournal.org/article/historical-fiction-china�s-south-china-sea-claims?utm_source=World+Affairs+Newsletter&utm_campaign=0230312c93-WAJ_Malik_6_5_2013&utm_medium=email&utm_term=0_f83b38c5c7-0230312c93-294592629
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came from a PLA senior Colonel at a working session on maritime security. It is 
common knowledge that China resents the presence of American surveillance ships 
and aircraft off its coast, in its 200 nautical mile exclusive economic zone (EEZ). 
China considers this bad for its national interest. After all, the Americans are 
presumably collecting data on Chinese military activities, among other things. China 
also presumably sees the on-going presence as an insult to its national pride, a 
reminder of a history of humiliation by foreign powers. 

Thus, it was striking to hear a Chinese military officer reveal in an open discussion at 
this conference that China had 'thought of reciprocating' by 'sending ships and 
planes to the US EEZ', and had in fact done so 'a few times', although not a daily 
basis (unlike the US presence off China). This was news to me. It turns out, from 
discussions with several maritime security experts in the margins of the conference 
that rumours have been circulating for some time of China sending ships on 
missions to waters off US territory – not the continental US, but probably Hawaii and 
possibly Guam too. Still, this is the first time any of us can recall this point being 
made on the public record. To be precise, the Chinese officer did not say explicitly 
whether the Chinese ships (and/or aircraft) were collecting intelligence, or whether 
they were just venturing near US territory to make a political point. But it would seem 
odd that they would forgo the opportunity to conduct surveillance. And he did say 
'reciprocating'. Why this revelation important? A few reasons! First, it may amount to 
the beginning of a Chinese realisation that its interpretation of the UN Convention on 
the Law of the Sea may not be in its long-term interests. That interpretation has been 
that freedom of navigation does not include the right to conduct surveillance in 
another country's EEZ. Most countries, including the US, consider such surveillance 
to be a peaceful activity allowed under the convention. (To be clear, all including 
America agree that peacetime intelligence-gathering within the 12 nautical mile limit 
of anyone else's territorial waters is a big no-no.) 

As China's economic and strategic interests, and naval capabilities, extend ever 
further from its shores, perhaps some within the Chinese security establishment is 
anticipating future benefit from their own country having the legal right to gather 
intelligence in other countries' EEZs. But for now, if China is indeed conducting the 
occasional surveillance foray in America's EEZ, then it is in breach of its own 
interpretation of sea law. Moreover, if China is admitting that it is starting to compete 
with America at its own game, then doesn't this also amount to an acknowledgement 
that the US Navy is not going to be persuaded to give up its surveillance in East 
Asian waters? Incidents like the harassment of the USNS Impeccable in 2009 are 
generally believed to have been part of a campaign to push the Americans back. Is 
China now recognising that that campaign has failed and that it needs to try a new 
tack? If so, it might help explain why China seems less intent than a few years ago 
on pursuing risky encounters with American ships and planes – incidents which 
could conceivably have escalated to confrontation, even conflict. It may also help 
explain why maritime risk-reduction talks and military-to-military dialogues between 
China and the US seem to be making progress. If China really is beginning to 
experiment with voyages by its spy ships to America's Pacific islands, perhaps that 
will turn out to be good news for everyone. 

Source: Lowy Institute for International Policy, 1 June  

http://www.lowyinterpreter.org/post/2013/06/01/Is-China-reciprocating-US-maritime-surveillance.aspx
http://www.lowyinterpreter.org/post/2013/06/01/Is-China-reciprocating-US-maritime-surveillance.aspx
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India’s Quiet, Big Naval Splash 

-- James Hardy 

India is acquiring new platforms and 
capabilities that are turning it into a major 
naval power. Why doesn’t anyone seem to 
care? 

India’s drive to develop maritime forces that 
can protect its coast and project power into 
its surrounding waters is one of the biggest 
defence stories of recent years, but one that 
doesn't grab the headlines like its on-going 
fast jet acquisitions. But the numbers don't 
lie: in 1988 the navy’s annual spend was 

INR10 billion ($181 million) – in 2012 it was INR373.14 billion ($6.78 billion). 

New Delhi’s smart combination of procurement and geopolitical alliances was on 
display when Prime Minister Manmohan Singh flew into Tokyo. That India and Japan 
share a wary attitude to China is well known – and this is giving Japan a chance to 
test the waters of international arms exports in the form of the ShinMaywa US-2 
amphibious aircraft. The US-2, which is in JMSDF service and odds on to be 
selected by the Indian Navy for its search-and-rescue amphibian requirement, is the 
perfect platform for Japan to export: it’s an unarmed, humanitarian-first platform that 
is also probably the best of its type in the world. For Delhi, it is the latest example of 
a massive growth in spending – and naval ambition – that has slid under the radar. 

There are a number of possible reasons for the lack of interest. First, India is also in 
the market for fast jets. As any visitor to a defence show will tell you, fast jets grab 
the limelight more than even the hottest offshore patrol trimaran. There’s also the 
fact that India’s not the only Asia-Pacific nation to get into the blue-water navy game. 
But while the PLA Navy’s every move is analysed and used to prove China’s 
embrace of – or departure from – the “peaceful rise” narrative, the Indian Navy has 
received a free pass over its acquisitions, whether it is its own Russian aircraft 
carrier or its manufacture of another flattop in Cochin. There are a number of 
possible reasons why New Delhi’s naval manoeuvres are not raising alarm bells: 

1) The US has decided India is a friend 

The United States has decided that India is a country it wants to partner with in the 
Pacific, with then Defence Secretary Leon Panetta describing Delhi in 2012 as an 
“anchor” around which a stable Indian Ocean Region could be constructed. The US 
doesn’t like everything that India does – its nuclear program and refusal to sign 
various intelligence agreements are just two flies in the ointment – but it likes it 
enough. It also likes selling materiel to Delhi: US defence sales to India since 2001 
are worth about USD13 billion and rising. For the Indian Navy, these include an 
amphibious landing ship and at least eight P-8I Neptune’s – a long-range anti-
submarine and patrol aircraft that is only just beginning to enter US service. 
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2) India’s naval forces are seen as underperforming 

India has had the tools to be a major naval power since the mid-1960s. Its first 
aircraft carrier (a former UK platform) entered service in 1961 and given its close 
relationship with the Soviet Union and then Russia, it has built from a robust 
submarine force. However, things have slipped. Its current carrier, INS Viraat (the 
former HMS Hermes), is drifting towards obsolescence, while a March 2011 report 
by the government’s Comptroller and Auditor General (CAG) said that between 2011 
and 2013, the IN would have only 61% of its envisioned frigate fleet, 44% of its 
envisioned destroyer fleet and 20% of its envisioned missile corvette fleet. So while 
India is spending big money, its recapitalisation is as much about maintaining 
existing levels as it is about building new capabilities. Meanwhile, many of these big 
ticket projects are running behind schedule and over budget (see point 3). 

3) Naval modernisation and procurement is chaotic, late and over budget 

The 2011 CAG report identified delays and huge cost overruns in three key 
programs: the Project 15A frigate, Project 17 destroyer and Project 28 missile 
corvette. The CAG highlighted multiple problems, including massive delays in 
contract signings, unrealistic budgeting, inadequate infrastructure at shipyards and 
basic project management foul-ups. One example was the failure to “freeze” the 
design of vessels prior to the start of construction, an oversight that naturally leads to 
all the other problems occurring. 

In September 2011 another CAG report pointed out that the MiG-29Ks to embark its 
new aircraft carrier, Vikramaditya, were bought without weapons, “adversely 
affecting the operational capabilities of the aircraft”. That’s putting it politely. Recent 
problems with the Indian Air Force’s acquisition of 12 Agusta Westland AW-101 
helicopters for VIP use are also likely to run interference on the navy’s plans to buy 
much-needed helicopters. Defence Minister AK Anthony is reportedly tired of the 
constant stench of corruption that surrounds major foreign military deals, but given 
the dismal record of local state-run manufacturers in providing the armed forces with 
the kit they want on time and under budget, the Ministry of Defence’s decision to 
tighten up regulations on procurement rules doesn’t bode well for the military’s hopes 
of getting new kit anytime soon. 

4) India’s maritime forces are expanding into a (relative) vacuum 

Although India has used its navy in contingencies involving Pakistan, the Indian 
Ocean is big enough – and empty enough – for it to expand its role without 
generating too much friction with its neighbours. In the Bay of Bengal the navy is 
leading the military build-up of the Andaman and Nicobar islands, opening an 
aviation base, INS Baaz, in August 2012. At the base’s commissioning, navy chief 
Admiral Nirmal Verma said the island archipelago just north of the Malacca Strait 
offers India “a vital geostrategic advantage. Not only does it provide a commanding 
presence in the Bay of Bengal, it also serves as our window into East and Southeast 
Asia." 

Ambitious words, but not of great concern to any nation except China and therein 
lies the rub. Unlike Beijing, Delhi is not planning to use its navy or coast guard to 
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enforce nine-dashed line-shaped claims that undercut its neighbours’ mineral, fishing 
or territorial interests. Right now, the Indian Ocean is big enough for a growing Indian 
Navy; the same can’t be said for the PLA Navy’s expansion into the South and East 
China seas. 

It’s clear that some of India’s newly acquired new skill sets and vessels, such as the 
coast guard’s acquisition of 36 interceptor boats and 20 fast patrol vessels and the 
navy’s purchase of 80 fast interceptor craft, are a valid and much-needed response 
to terrorist – and territorial – threats such as the 2008 Mumbai attacks. But in other 
areas India is building new, strategic level capabilities. The P-8Is and the US-2s 
amphibians it may buy from Japan give it serious naval aviation reach, while 
Vikramaditya, its troubled Kiev-class aircraft carrier, will embark the MiG-29K 
Fulcrum D – an F/A-18 Super Hornet-level platform that is a far cry from the aging 
Sea Harriers currently deployed from INS Viraat. 

India is also building an ambitious strategic submarine fleet that will not only be one 
element of its nuclear triad, but is also intended for blue water operations far from 
friendly shores. It also commissioned its first nuclear powered attack submarine, INS 
Chakra, in April 2012. The boat, which is leased from Russia, has the range and 
endurance to extend the navy’s reach far beyond the Indian Ocean. Throw in Delhi’s 
plans for an extremely low frequency (ELF) transmitter to communicate with strategic 
subs anywhere in the world, construction of which started in 2012, and it is clear that 
India is thinking big – and thinking long term. 

(James Hardy is the Asia-Pacific Editor of IHS Jane’s Defence Weekly.) 

Source: The Diplomat, 2 June  

Hong Kong's Maritime Management All At Sea 

-- Philip Bowring 

In spite of the importance for Hong Kong of its port and shipping centre roles, all is 
not well in the jurisdiction of maritime affairs. The attitude of the Marine Department 
to the Lamma IV disaster is extremely disturbing and cries out for independent 
investigation, not the light touch expected from fellow bureaucrats of the Transport 
and Housing Bureau. But the department was quite innocent in the gross 
miscarriage of justice in another maritime tragedy, the 2008 sinking of the Neftegaz-
67 in which 18 sailors died. Judges took it upon themselves to know more about 
navigation in Hong Kong waters than the responsible authority, the Marine 
Department, and sent a Ukrainian captain to jail on grounds that defy logic and fair 
play. In the case of the Lamma IV, in which 39 people died, the head of the Marine 
Department has finally come out with a lame apology. This was more than six 
months after the tragedy and weeks after an indictment of the department by the 
independent Commission of Inquiry. 

Anyone reading that report would conclude that criminal charges should have been 
brought against officials from the department and the company. It concluded that 
some deaths were directly due to the structural failings of the Lamma IV, its hull, its 
weight distribution and its seat fittings, several of which were not according to 

http://thediplomat.com/2013/06/02/indias-quiet-big-naval-splash/?all=true
http://thediplomat.com/2013/06/02/indias-quiet-big-naval-splash/?all=true
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specification, and the lack of children's life vests. In other words, the deaths were not 
simply due to navigational errors but also to the inadequacies of the vessels, due to 
some combination of negligence, incompetence and possibly collusion. 

It is now probably too late to bring any new charges. The damning conclusions 
relating to the department and company were not redacted from the published report. 
In other words, there appears to have been a silent conspiracy to pin the blame on 
the vessel captains who have been charged with manslaughter. So, the overworked 
captains with heavy responsibilities, but mostly paid less than junior government 
clerks, are singled out while officials are likely to escape with reprimands. It appears 
that the law for the public at large does not apply to the priestly caste of civil servants. 

Similar accusations of furthering injustice could be applied to the government in the 
case of the March 2008 sinking of the supply vessel Neftegaz-67. The Eighteen 
Ukrainian crew died when their vessel collided with a large bulk carrier, the Yao Hai, 
off Lantau and sank. Earlier this year, the captain of the Neftegaz-67, Yuriy 
Kulemesin from Ukraine, lost his case in the Court of Final Appeal against conviction 
for responsibility for the accident and is now serving time in prison. The decision - 
and the quashing of the conviction of the Hong Kong pilot of the mainland-owned 
Yao Hai - caused astonishment in international maritime circles. 

The conviction was on the basis that the accident took place in a "narrow channel" 
where, according to Rule 9 of International Regulations for Preventing Collisions at 
Sea, different collision avoidance principles apply than in open waters. Given that 
Hong Kong waters are not large, are crowded and that Hong Kong is home to the 
fourth-largest fleet in the world, one would assume that it was the Marine 
Department's role to determine what constituted a "narrow channel" and inform 
mariners of it. But there is nothing marked on the department's charts or in any of its 
notices to shipping to indicate that the sea where the accident happened is such a 
channel. The waters are heavily used but quite wide. The department had 
considered marking a fairway but deemed it unnecessary given the width of the 
channel. 

The department is the sole authority for all navigational matters in our waters. Yet 
visiting judge Lord Clarke of Stone-cum-Ebony rejected the statement of a Marine 
Department expert that this was not a narrow channel. The courts also deemed that 
a letter from the director of marine to his counterpart in Ukraine, saying that Rule 9 
did not apply, could not be used in evidence. Nor did the marine police, few of whom 
are qualified mariners, seek Marine Department opinion before prosecuting. 

The Ukrainian captain correctly stated that there was no reason from the charts or 
buoys or from his own experience in these waters to believe that it was a narrow 
channel. He acted in accordance with normal collision avoidance rules in a situation 
where his vessel had right of way. While fairways, or shipping channels, are marked 
on charts of Hong Kong waters, there was no narrow channel marked in the area 
where the collision occurred. There are buoys but these were installed by CLP 
Power to guide deep-draft coal carriers needing the deepest water. Most vessels, 
including the Yao Hai and Neftegaz, did not need it. 
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Overruling the Marine Department's jurisdiction, the courts deemed that, despite the 
lack of specific evidence in this case, and the absence of any definition of narrow 
channel in Rule 9, it was a narrow channel. So Kulemesin was convicted for 
following normal collision-avoidance rules! In reality - as also in the case of the 
Lamma IV - both ships took evasive action too late. But to place the main blame on 
the Ukrainian was a gross miscarriage of justice. This bizarre ruling demands further 
investigation. 

(Philip Bowring is a Hong Kong-based journalist and commentator.) 

Source: South China Morning Post, 2 June  

Naval Forces: A Tool of Achieving Foreign Policy Objectives 

-- Umm-e-Habiba 

One of the most contemporary, though not 
new, effective, and prominent instruments 
of achieving foreign policy objectives, 
especially those related to the maritime 
domain, is a state’s Naval force.  Although 
Naval power has been playing central role 
in achieving States’ objectives for 
centuries; however, as the world is getting 
more and more interconnected and 
commercialised, the role of Navy is 
expanding beyond its traditional domain. A 
state cannot hope to have global access, 

and cannot be able to respond to the oceans around it without a strong naval force at 
its disposal.  As the world is getting interdependent, states’ range of activities is 
proportionately increasing as well, and so is increasing state institutions’ areas of 
activities and responsibilities. As such, naval force of a state does not merely defend 
the seas; it involves economic, social, political and diplomatic aspects of power as 
well and has come to largely co-ordinate in conducting a state’s foreign relations and 
achieving foreign policy objectives. It is for this reason that all the developed and 
emerging powers are heavily investing in this particular aspect of power in order to 
better tackle the challenges of the twenty-first century. 

One of the significant aspects of a state’s national interests is its maritime domain, 
state’s security and economic interests both are linked to it. In the era of 
globalisation, maritime domain is equally crucial for coastal and non-coastal states. 
Because sea routes witness more than half of the world trade so indirectly they 
influence the energy, trade and economic interests of non-coastal states also. 

From the age of empires till the modern day nation-state system, the strategic and 
economic significance of maritime domain has been eminent. Throughout this period, 
centuries, the sea routes were important not only for seafaring but also because they 
provided new opportunities for trade and commerce activities. Interaction among 
different civilisations through sea routes and clash of their interests naturally laid the 
basis of the idea of a military arm at the sea domain, which resulted in the 

http://www.scmp.com/comment/insight-opinion/article/1251544/hong-kongs-maritime-management-all-sea
http://www.scmp.com/comment/insight-opinion/article/1251544/hong-kongs-maritime-management-all-sea
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establishment of national navies. Gradually, advancements in military technology, 
use of sophisticated maritime techniques, naval terminologies and development of 
modern galleys with large scale destructive power prompted states to build-up strong 
naval armada to secure their vital interests at the seas and beyond. It was with the 
help of naval forces that western powers were able to establish their overseas 
colonies. It not only helped them to exploit colonial resources but also transport them 
to their homeland. Thus, from very beginning till today, the naval force has been 
largely used for military purposes i.e. is to secure state interests beyond its territorial 
borders by the use of force or threat of use of force.  

However, the modern day naval powers’ area of activity and their operating range 
have become far wider than they were in the past. They influence inter-state 
relations in a broader way. Their area of activity encompasses multiple domains, 
ranging from pure military aspect to social, political and diplomatic. 

Militarily, a naval force may perform intelligence and surveillance activities and deter 
state’s adversaries, conduct military operations against state and non-state actors in 
order to secure states’ survival and economic interests. Diplomatically, naval power 
helps to improve friendship ties and enhance political good will among states. This 
includes activities such as bilateral and multilateral naval exercises, overseas 
deployments, port visits, flag showing, combined operations and establishing 
alliances among friendly states. Moreover, anti-piracy, anti-terrorism and anti-
trafficking activities of naval forces enhance their importance as a law enforcement 
body at the sea domain. 

In the social sphere, the naval forces help as a tool to stimulate cooperation and 
improve relation among states. A wide range of activities fall in the social role of 
naval power, ranging from natural disaster relief operations, peace promoting 
activities, constructive maritime assistance, search and rescue operations (SAR) to 
humanitarian assistance campaigns. These naval activities also help in portraying a 
state’s positive, responsible and soft image in the international community. 

Thus, naval force is used not only to defend a state’s coastline, but also to achieve 
certain foreign policy objectives. Unlike past, the role of naval force is not limited to 
military domain only. Today, the modern naval forces are trained not only to defend 
but also to improve bilateral and multilateral relationships among states in all 
spheres of common interests such as military, economic and diplomatic etc. 

 This potential of naval power is likely to further increase in future, because in the 
twenty-first century, world dependency upon sea lines of communication for trade, 
economic and energy transport is likely to rise. Thus, a rational future planning and 
investment in state’s naval power and improved state-to-state naval relationship in 
areas of common interest can help states to achieve many of their foreign policy 
objectives. 

(Ms. Umm-e-Habiba is MSc. International Relations from Quaid-i-Azam University, Islamabad, 
Pakistan, and a research-analyst of Pakistan and global affairs specifically maritime affairs.) 

Source: Eurasia Review, 3 June 

http://www.eurasiareview.com/03062013-naval-forces-a-tool-of-achieving-foreign-policy-objectives-oped/?utm_source=feedburner&utm_medium=email&utm_campaign=Feed%3A+eurasiareview%2FVsnE+%28Eurasia+Review%29
http://www.eurasiareview.com/03062013-naval-forces-a-tool-of-achieving-foreign-policy-objectives-oped/?utm_source=feedburner&utm_medium=email&utm_campaign=Feed%3A+eurasiareview%2FVsnE+%28Eurasia+Review%29
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Philippines Takes China’s Dashes to UN 

-- Stuart McMillan 

“What belongs to us belongs to us,” 
Benigno S. Aquino III, President of 
the Philippines, said in a speech 
marking the 115th anniversary of the 
country’s navy. In January of this 
year the Philippines, rather boldly, 
and all alone, took China to an 
international tribunal over its nine-
dash line on a map marking vast 
areas of the South China Sea over 
which China claims sovereignty. The 
broken line blithely includes islands 
that lie within 270 kilometres of the 
Philippines coast and which the 
Philippines claims is theirs under the 
United Nations Convention on the 
Law of the Sea (UNCLOS). 

All five judges to the International 
Tribunal for the Law of the Sea 
(ITLOS) have now been appointed. 
The case doesn’t need China’s 
agreement to proceed. China was 
offered the right to appoint an 
arbitrator but waived it. The Chinese 

nine-dash map includes areas that have been claimed by the Philippines, Taiwan, 
Malaysia, Brunei, and Vietnam. Taiwan’s claims echo those of China. No other 
country has joined the Philippines and Japan, which has a different territorial dispute 
with China, has also stayed to one side. 

As a territorial claim, the nine-dash map is a bit of an oddity. The dashes haven’t 
been joined, the area is vast and no coordinates are specified. The map came into 
existence in 1947 and China claims historical sovereignty over the whole region. To 
say that it doesn’t meet standard map drafting requirements is an understatement. 
Nevertheless, China filed it with the United Nations some time before the case the 
Philippines laid before the tribunal. China acknowledges that there are disputes with 
the other claimants but wants to see them settled by bilateral talks with the country 
concerned. It opposes internationalisation of the issues. By taking the case to 
international jurisdiction, the Philippines is almost certainly saying that it has given up 
any hope of progress through direct talks with China. 

China regularly sends military patrol ships to waters claimed by the Philippines, 
which in turn makes formal protests. The Philippines coast guard recently shot and 
killed a Taiwanese fisherman, bringing forth stern reprimands from both Taiwan and 
China. President Aquino’s comment was accompanied by a promise of more support 
for the navy. China has protested about the Philippines putting more structures on 
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Ayungin Shoal. The Philippines responded that China couldn’t tell the Philippines 
what it should do with its own territory. China and ASEAN have agreed to establish a 
Code of Conduct in the East Sea. Some hope—though not much—rests in that. The 
islands have been subject to competing claims for many years. The difference now is 
that China has become more assertive about its claims. 

Australian and NZ interests are palpable. Any major conflict in the South China Sea 
would undoubtedly affect both countries badly. Moreover, UNCLOS has served 
Australia and NZ well and any deliberate questioning, flouting or undermining of its 
principles would create considerable uncertainty. Among other things, UNCLOS 
allows both countries to manage and police their fishing resources.  

The Philippines’ move is a sensible one, and its outcome will be watched keenly by 
other Southeast Asian countries, by ASEAN itself, by Japan and by the United 
States. But it’s also something of a long shot. First, if ITLOS happens to rule that 
China can’t make such a huge claim, the chances are that China will simply ignore it. 
There’s a precedent over the mining of the Nicaragua Harbour by the United States 
in 1986 when the International Court of Justice (ICJ) ruled that the US had violated 
Nicaragua’s rights. President Reagan simply ignored the ruling. 

The US participated in the UNCLOS negotiations but hasn’t ratified the treaty. The 
US Navy traditionally favours ratification but there are strong opponents to ratification 
elsewhere within the American polity. Because of its ambivalence, the US is unlikely 
to press China to accept to accept any UN ruling. Although, China and the 
Philippines have both ratified UNCLOS, which gives it a little more weight, the 
second reason for doubt is that at the time of ratification, China put in its own 
reservations, quoting from a 1992 domestic law: 

The PRC’s territorial Sea refers to the waters adjacent to its territorial land. 
The PRC’s territorial land includes the mainland and its offshore islands, 
Taiwan and the various affiliated islands including Diaoyu Island, Penghu 
Islands, Dongsha Islands, Xisha Islands, Nansha (Spratly) Islands and other 
islands that belong to the People’s Republic of China. 

Most of these islands cited, especially the Spratlys and the Paracels (Xisha) have 
are the subject of claims by various countries. Diaoyu is what the Japanese call 
Senkaku. That Chinese law seems unequivocal and the willingness of China to undo 
domestic law to accommodate an international tribunal’s ruling, to say the least, is 
not a sure thing. Thirdly, there’s a question over whether the issue really falls within 
the jurisdiction of ITLOS. 

After all the tribunal might interpret the question before it as one of disputed territorial 
claims on which it wouldn’t rule. If there is no ruling by ITLOS then the dilemmas 
over the value and integrity of UNCLOS might disappear. But the issues of what 
rocks and islands belong to which country will remain. 

(Stuart McMillan is an adjunct senior fellow in the school of social and political sciences at the 
University of Canterbury.) 

Source: The Strategist, 4 June 

http://www.aspistrategist.org.au/philippines-takes-chinas-dashes-to-un/
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India’s “Pivot to Asia” 

-- Pratyush 

India’s aggressive diplomatic engagement 
with key Asian partners belies the policy 
paralysis at home amid a raft of corruption 
scandals, which have severely undermined 
the government of Prime Minister 
Manmohan Singh. Singh’s recently 
concluded visits to Japan and Thailand on 
the heels of high-profile visits by the 
Chinese and Afghan leaders to New Delhi 
highlight the fact that the government’s 

ability to pursue a policy of continued engagement with key strategic interlocutors 
remains unimpeded despite its depleted reservoirs of political capital. 

After all, India’s outreach to several East Asian countries is raising eyebrows. A case 
in point were the summit-level talks between Singh and his Japanese counterpart 
Shinzo Abe in Tokyo, which led to the signing of a joint statement that is truly 
strategic and ambitious in breadth and scope, particularly at a time when mutual 
wariness of an assertive China is growing. Besides annual summits, a steady growth 
in political exchange, dialogue and policy coordination such as the Foreign Ministers’ 
Strategic Dialogue, the Foreign Office Consultations, and the Defence Policy 
Dialogue have transformed the nature of India-Japan ties in recent years. 

In addition to bilateral exchanges, Japan and India also held their fourth trilateral 
dialogue with the United States this May in Washington. In January, Tokyo and New 
Delhi also held their first-ever Maritime Affairs Dialogue to coordinate their strategies 
amid aggressive territorial claims by China in the South China Sea and the 
Diaoyu/Senkaku Islands. No wonder, then, that the growing Indo-Japanese 
rapprochement has caused deep misgivings in Beijing. On May 30, following Singh’s 
visit, the Global Times, a Chinese state-run daily, ran an editorial warning India 
against its growing ties with Japan. “Overheated strategic cooperation with the Abe 
administration can only bring trouble to India and threaten its relationships with the 
relevant East Asian countries," it warned. 

In another development expected to rile Beijing, Thai Prime Minister Yingluck 
Shinawatra has also expressed an interest in cooperating more closely with India in 
the realm of defence, including collaboration in production. Moreover, Indian 
Defence Minister AK Antony has made trips to Singapore, Thailand and Australia, 
suggesting that India’s own “pivot to Asia” is a well-thought out policy of engagement 
and not simply a coincidence or whimsical aberration. Reaffirming this view is the 
fact that Antony’s visit to Australia will be the first-ever by an Indian defence minister 
to that country. 

Incidentally, the visit coincides with the Shangri-La Dialogue in Singapore. Organised 
by the London-based International Institute for Strategic Studies, the annual dialogue 
is the pre-eminent forum on security-related issues bringing together defence 
ministers and other senior military leaders from key Asia-Pacific nations. Last year, it 
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was the venue where the United States formally unveiled its so-called “pivot to Asia” 
policy – a foreign policy formulation of the Obama administration intended to shore 
up regional alliances and re-assert America’s intention to remain a Pacific power. 
Under the plan, Washington seeks to re-deploy 60% of its warships to the region by 
2020. This includes six aircraft carriers, a majority of cruisers, destroyers, combat 
ships, and submarines. The new US policy also seeks to deepen ties with traditional 
allies, such as Japan, South Korea, Australia, Thailand and the Philippines, among 
others. The policy comes at a time when defence spending in Asia is poised to 
overtake that of Europe, for the first time in decades. 

In 2012, China and India announced 11% and 17% jumps in defence spending to 
US$106 billion and US$40 billion dollars, respectively. South Korea and Japan also 
announced rises in defence spending over the same period. Meanwhile, countries in 
Southeast Asia spent a collective total of US$24 billion on defence in 2012, a rise of 
13.5% over previous year, with the figure expected to rise to US$40 billion dollars by 
2016. The latest Indian policy marks a significant shift from a year ago when New 
Delhi remained ambivalent about its role in the US “pivot” despite being described as 
a “lynchpin” in the US strategy by then Defence Secretary Leon Panetta. That 
Washington remains supportive of broader Indian presence in the region was evident 
in the speech made by Panetta’s successor Chuck Hagel to the Shangri-La forum on 
June 1. 

“The world’s largest democracy, India’s role as a stabilising power is of growing 
importance with the increase of trade and transit between the Indian and Pacific 
Oceans,” Hagel said. “The United States considers India’s efforts to enhance its 
military capabilities as a welcome contribution to security in the region.” Following 
the recent border row with China in April, New Delhi seems to have junked its policy 
of appeasement towards Beijing. While India will resist from formally joining any 
formal multilateral platforms aimed at containing China, New Delhi seems to be 
signalling that it will not be dictated by China in pursuing bilateral ties with countries 
in the periphery such as Japan, South Korea, Vietnam and Singapore. That India is 
willing to emerge as a net security provider in the region is also evident in New 
Delhi’s willingness to consider Afghanistan’s request for military equipment – a policy 
reversal from its earlier deference to Pakistani sensitivities. Further, ASEAN member 
countries will welcome India’s proactive engagement, which signals New Delhi’s 
willingness to shoulder wider responsibilities beyond the narrow confines of South 
Asia. 

(Pratyush is a journalist based in New Delhi, India. His interests include foreign affairs 
specialising in South Asia. He is a graduate of the London School of Economics.) 

Source: The Diplomat, 4 June 

The Emerging Strategic Triangle in Indo-Pacific Asia 

-- Minghao Zhao 

For China’s new premier Li Keqiang, the choice of India for his first foreign trip was a 
smart one. Li went to New Delhi amid a public outcry in India over the territorial spat 
with China, and then visited Pakistan at a time when a new government was 
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preparing to take office. The context meant the timing was meaningful. Li took pains 
to make it clear to India that “we are not a threat to each other, nor do we seek to 
contain each other,” and pledged to open China’s markets to Indian products to 
address the trade imbalance and boost commerce to $100 billion a year.  

The premier also sought to reassure India over the vexed boundary issue and called 
on the countries to use their wisdom to find “a fair and mutually acceptable solution.” 
The challenges are many, but the strong political will of the Chinese leadership to 
keep the bilateral relationship on the right track deserves recognition. What Beijing 
will find disturbing, however, is the Indian public’s growing wariness towards China.  

A recent poll by the Lowy Institute in Australia suggested that more than 80% of 
Indians view China as a security threat, even though China has become India’s 
largest trading partner. Moreover, 65% agree that India should join with other 
countries to limit China’s influence, although 63% would like to strengthen relations 
with China. 

Australia may be the country that does the best job observing and assessing the 
evolving dynamics between Asia’s two giants, China and India. Chinese strategists 
keep a very close eye on the research outlets and debates within Australia. One of 
the most powerful intellectual innovations by Australian international relations 
scholars in recent years is the concept of “Indo-Pacific Asia”.  

It is a concept that has inspired many Chinese strategic thinkers and planners to 
begin to look at China’s grand strategy across a wide Indo-Pacific swath. And it is 
true that a power game of great significance has unfolded in Indo-Pacific Asia. The 
United States, India, Japan and other players are seeking to collaborate to build an 
“Indo-Pacific order” that is congenial to their long-term interests. China is not 
necessarily excluded from this project, and it should seek a seat at the table and 
help recast the strategic objectives and interaction norms that bind all participating 
states. 

The biggest challenge in Indo-Pacific Asia is the grand accommodation among one 
hegemon and two rapidly rising giants. The pressing task for China, the US and India 
is to build and sustain substantial and purposeful dialogues to find viable 
mechanisms for communicating their interests and concerns to each other, 
managing the impending rivalry and generating synergy for regional stability and 
prosperity. The deployment of US Marines to Darwin, a location that can be viewed 
as a crossroads between the Indian and Pacific Oceans, indicated that the US is 
adopting a new two-ocean strategic framework, and is part of the US military pivot to 
the region. 

A US strategic guidance document released in January 2012 emphasised “the arc 
extending from the Western Pacific and East Asia into the Indian Ocean region and 
South Asia” and specifically highlighted that “the United States is also investing in a 
long-term strategic partnership with India to support its ability to serve as a regional 
economic anchor and provider of security in the broader Indian Ocean region,” 
echoing former Secretary of State Hillary Clinton’s encouragement of India not only 
to “Look East”, but also to “Go East”.  
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Undoubtedly, China does not want to see India become the linchpin of the US 
alliance system in the Indo-Pacific region. In June 2012, US Defence Secretary Leon 
Panetta noted, “America is at a turning point. After a decade of war, we are 
developing a new defence strategy…In particular; we will expand our military 
partnerships and our presence in the arc extending from the Western Pacific and 
East Asia into the Indian Ocean region and South Asia. Defence cooperation with 
India is a linchpin in this strategy.” 

However, neither the US nor China should make the mistake of assuming that there 
is a natural Indo-US alliance vis-à-vis China. Since independence, India has pursued 
strategic autonomy as a guarantee for its leading role in world affairs. Most Chinese 
observers are very confident that India will stick to that creed and will manage its 
relations with both China and the US effectively.  

Indeed, Beijing and Washington might find a “Non-Alignment 2.0” strategy potentially 
adopted by India is quite palatable, since it would allow India to play an important 
role in sustaining equilibrium within the region. So, in what areas could the emerging 
strategic triangle be helpful? Many, in fact, take Afghanistan, for example. India 
worries about stability in its front yard; China is concerned about its economic 
investments and American fears terrorism. Each has a considerable stake in keeping 
Afghanistan from becoming a failed state. 

The three powers have much more in common than not when it comes to stabilising 
Afghanistan. Nor should we forget Pakistan, which is also struggling through a very 
difficult period, but which has an opportunity now under its new government to enjoy 
belated economic development and normalised relations with India. While helping to 
mediate conflicts between North and South Korea and between Palestine and Israel, 
China could do more to facilitate reconciliation between Pakistan and India. 

Most important, the three sides should immediately compare notes on their own 
Indian Ocean strategies. Secure maritime navigation from Africa and the Middle East 
to East Asia is vital to energy and resource access. In light of its high dependence on 
the Indian Ocean sea lanes, China has legitimate rights to safeguard its geo-
economic interests.  

Beijing has no intention of squeezing the presence and interests of India and the US 
and contesting for primacy, and cannot afford to do so at any rate. But it should not 
shy away from articulating its concerns over Indian Ocean security. The three sets of 
bilateral ties (China-US, China-India and America-India) are today quite fluid. 
Strategic planners in Beijing, New Delhi and Washington would do well to approach 
their work with an awareness of this emerging triangle in Indo-Pacific Asia as one of 
this century’s decisive regions. 

(Minghao Zhao is a research fellow at the China Centre for Contemporary World 
Studies, the think tank of the International Department of the Central Committee of the 
Communist Party of China. He is also executive editor of China International Strategy 
Review and a non-resident fellow at the Centre for International and Strategic Studies 
(CISS), Peking University.) 

Source: The Diplomat, 4 June 
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India’s Anti-Access Trump Card 

-- Evan Braden Montgomery 

New Delhi’s naval capabilities may never match its ambitions, but an A2/AD strategy 
would enable it to exercise significant influence in maritime affairs. 

One of the most frequently cited indicators 
of India’s status as a rising power is its 
growing emphasis on naval modernisation. 
Historically a land power with a 
“continentalist” mind-set, in recent years 
India has started to expand its strategic 
horizons and devote greater attention 
toward the maritime domain. Although the 
Indian Navy remains the country’s 
smallest military service in terms of both 
personnel and funding, its share of the 
national defence budget has progressively 
increased (albeit defence funding was cut 

across the board in the latest defence budget). These added resources have 
supported a number of high-profile acquisition programs, including aircraft carriers, 
destroyers, frigates, amphibious transport ships, submarines, and surveillance 
aircraft. In the words of India’s former Chief of the Naval Staff, this additional funding 
also reflects “an increasing realisation that the destiny of our nation is entwined with 
our maritime destiny.” 

While India’s goals are lofty, its aspirations are understandable. Rising powers often 
look to the sea for a host of reasons: to extend their defensive perimeters against 
potential competitors, to expand and protect their overseas commerce, to intervene 
abroad in response to emerging threats or humanitarian impulses, and to gain 
prestige. For its part, New Delhi has good reasons to travel down the path of its 
predecessors. Despite having little interest in maritime power-projection for most of 
its history, India’s economic growth now depends upon seaborne commerce, 
particularly imported crude oil from the Middle East and Africa, along with exports to 
various countries in East Asia. As a result, it has a natural stake in protecting the sea 
lines of communication (SLOCs) that stretch from the Arabian Sea to the Indonesian 
archipelago. 

In addition, China’s growing interest in the Indian Ocean has provided India with an 
incentive to develop larger and more capable naval forces. Given its own 
dependence on commercial exports as well as imported natural resources and raw 
materials, Beijing has a strong interest in preventing any disruption to the SLOCs 
that connect it to the global economy. It is also sceptical that it can rely on other 
nations to protect its overseas trade. Today, China does not have the force structure 
or overseas basing infrastructure necessary to monitor and defend distant sea-lanes 
running through the Indian Ocean. Nevertheless, it is taking steps to mitigate its 
“Malacca dilemma,” from building up its surface naval forces and undersea fleet, to 
financing deep-water commercial ports in littoral and island nations, to making 
diplomatic inroads with key actors across the Indian Ocean basin. In the future, 
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these efforts could give China the ability to sustain forward-deployed forces in 
greater numbers—and might upend the maritime military balance in the region. 

Of course, similar interests could be an impetus for strategic collaboration between 
India and China. In this case, however, they are just as likely to spark a maritime 
security dilemma. Capabilities that will enable New Delhi to project power and 
protect SLOCs could also be used to threaten Beijing’s seaborne trade, leading 
China to further develop its so-called “string of pearls.” Likewise, China’s efforts to 
increase its military presence in the Indian Ocean region are already viewed as an 
early form of encirclement in India, prompting countermoves by New Delhi. 

Despite these trends, efforts by India to establish itself as a naval power to be 
reckoned with—not just by weaker nations in its neighbourhood but also by extra-
regional powers such as China—will have to overcome a number of serious 
obstacles. 

First, given the enormous costs and complexity of advanced naval platforms, any 
nation attempting to build a capable blue water fleet will confront a host of technical 
and financial challenges. As the renowned strategist Colin Gray explains, “The 
aircraft carrier, the nuclear submarine, and the antisubmarine warfare (ASW) and air 
defence cruiser are the largest, most complex, and inevitably most expensive, 
weapon systems produced by contemporary service-based economies.” 

Secondly, these challenges are likely to be magnified in India’s case by a variety of 
domestic constraints, from excessive layers of bureaucracy, to political gridlock, to 
frequent allegations of corruption, all of which have contributed to spiralling costs 
and repeated delays in foreign and indigenous acquisition programs. 

Thirdly, India’s turn to the sea is likely to be tempered by its continuing focus on 
land-based security challenges, including the enduring threat of terrorism and 
insurgency, recurring crises with its archival Pakistan, and, increasingly, its 
longstanding border disputes with China. 

The Sino-Indian competition on land, once relatively dormant, appears to be 
escalating. Over the past several years China has been building transportation and 
basing infrastructure throughout the Tibet Autonomous Region (TAR), which could 
enable it to deploy considerable forces near contested areas in a relatively short 
period of time. Incidents such as the recent incursion by a Chinese unit across the 
poorly demarcated Line of Actual Control (LAC) dividing the two powers have only 
heightened tensions between them. In response, India has undertaken its own 
infrastructure development projects, and is also deploying combat aircraft, land-
based cruise missiles, and mountain warfare divisions to fortify its northern borders. 

China’s actions are likely motivated by a variety of factors. Given its persistent 
concerns over the security of its SLOCs, however, one goal may be keeping India on 
guard, off-balance, and focused on the land rather than the sea. If so, Chinese 
complaints about India’s recent build-up on its side of the border suggest that Beijing 
may be getting a bit more than it bargained for. Nevertheless, should India redress 
the imbalance of military power near its disputed boundaries, China could still adopt 
countermeasures to distract India from its maritime ambitions, for example bolstering 
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military support to Pakistan to exacerbate and exploit New Delhi’s longstanding fear 
of a two-front war. 

From an American perspective, this type of continental security dilemma between 
India and China might actually have unexpected benefits – while Beijing might not 
want New Delhi to focus more on the sea, Washington might like Beijing to focus 
more on the land. Yet this dynamic will almost certainly hinder India’s aspirations to 
become a major naval power. Barring a dramatic change in New Delhi’s security 
environment, the Indian Army and Indian Air Force are likely to remain the nation’s 
dominant military services, potentially drowning out calls for continued naval 
modernisation. 

Despite these issues, New Delhi does have an alternative option for securing its 
interests in the maritime domain—a possible back-up plan that might look 
increasingly attractive if its aspirations outpace its capabilities. Rather than 
emphasising blue water naval forces, it could take a page from China’s playbook. 
Although Beijing has been investing in maritime power-projection forces such as 
surface combatants and aircraft carriers, a core element of its military modernisation 
effort has been the development of anti-access/area denial (A2/AD) capabilities, 
including sea-based systems such as missile boats and submarines, as well as land-
based systems such as maritime-strike aircraft and its highly publicised (but still 
unproven) DF-21D anti-ship ballistic missile. 

For China, which seems intent on deterring or countering any American military 
intervention in a local crisis or conflict, A2/AD capabilities could be used to hold at 
risk the forward military bases and extended supply lines that the United States 
relies upon to deploy and sustain its forces far from home. In a potential Sino-Indian 
conflict in the Indian Ocean region, however, India would be the side with the home 
field advantage, while China would confront the tyranny of distance. As a result, 
India might look to develop its own anti-access option. 

At the centre of this option would be the island territories along India’s maritime 
flanks, namely the Lakshadweep Islands off of its southwest coast and especially the 
Andaman and Nicobar Islands to the southeast. These territories, which overlook 
critical Indian Ocean sea-lanes, give New Delhi a toehold in the Arabian Sea and the 
Bay of Bengal. Not surprisingly, then, India has already taken steps to bolster its 
military presence on these strategically positioned islands. In 2001, for example, it 
established a joint Far Eastern Naval Command for its Andaman and Nicobar 
territories. Since then, it has opened additional port facilities and naval air stations 
throughout the island chain, upgraded local infrastructure, and reportedly deployed 
amphibious assault forces, fighter aircraft, and unmanned aerial vehicles. In addition, 
New Delhi recently opened a permanent naval base in the Lakshadweep Islands to 
support counter-piracy operations, prevent infiltration by extremists, and monitor sea-
lanes. 

Looking ahead, India could further reinforce these territories to bolster its strategic 
position in the Indian Ocean, take advantage of China’s dependence on distant 
SLOCs, and counterbalance efforts by Beijing to increase its presence in the region. 
Rather than considering the islands as simple hubs for surveillance activities or 
launching points for amphibious operations, New Delhi might come to view them as 
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the epicentres of “denial zones.” The larger Andaman and Nicobar island chain could 
prove particularly important by allowing India to monitor and, if necessary, interdict 
maritime traffic exiting or entering the Strait of Malacca. With a combination of 
maritime-strike aircraft, diesel-electric submarines, and hardened or mobile anti-ship 
cruise missile batteries, India could hold at risk ships approaching or leaving the 
South China Sea. This could, in turn, limit the ability of forward-deployed Chinese 
naval forces to escort commercial ships the entire length of their journey, isolate 
those forces from potential reinforcements, or compel civilian and military vessels to 
circumvent denial zones by travelling through the southern Indian Ocean and around 
Australia—at significant cost in both time and money. 

In the end, New Delhi’s naval capabilities may never match its ambitions. If it 
recognises its limitations and takes advantage of its opportunities, however, India 
could still exercise significant influence in the maritime domain. The question, then, 
is how others might respond. 

(Evan Braden Montgomery is a Senior Fellow at the Centre for Strategic and Budgetary 
Assessments in Washington, DC.) 

Source: The Diplomat, 6 June 

China’s Foreign Ports: the New Masters and Commanders 

From the ground, Colombo’s port does 
not look like much. Those entering it are 
greeted by wire fences, walls dating back 
to colonial times and security posts. For 
mariners leaving the port after lonely 
nights on the high seas, the delights of 
the B52 Night Club and Stallion Pub lie a 
stumble away. But viewed from high up 
in one of the growing number of 
skyscrapers in Sri Lanka’s capital, it is 

clear that something extraordinary is happening: China is creating a shipping hub 
just 200 miles from India’s southern tip. The old port is cramped and stuffed full of 
containers. To its left, a vast new breakwater curves into the ocean. Alongside it a 
Chinese ship has just delivered three giant Chinese cranes (see picture) to a new 
container terminal built by a Chinese company and run by an entity controlled by 
another Chinese firm. The terminal opens in July and will be complete in April 2014. 
The old port took centuries to reach its present capacity. China will have almost 
doubled it in less than 30 months. Operated at full capacity, it would make Colombo 
one of the world’s 20 biggest container ports. 

This development has split opinion in Sri Lanka. At a gathering of Colombo’s old 
salts, the mood is optimistic. Tales of Chinese domination are “just scaremongering” 
says one captain. The port will push Colombo into the big league, says the boss of a 
repair yard. A few are nervous, though. The Chinese have a hidden agenda, says 
someone close to the ports authority. For India’s hawks, there is no ambiguity. The 
port is part of a Chinese plot. Colombo is a “transhipment” hub for India: big ships 
unload containers there and feeder boats take these to India’s often crummy ports. 

http://thediplomat.com/2013/06/06/indias-anti-access-trump-card/?all=true
http://thediplomat.com/2013/06/06/indias-anti-access-trump-card/?all=true
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About 13% of India’s container traffic travels via Colombo. If the new terminal ran at 
full capacity and dedicated itself to transhipping containers to India that could rise to 
28%, leaving the country dependent on a foreign-run choke point. 

Worse, critics argue, Sri Lanka has become ever chummier with China since the end 
of its civil war in 2009. On May 29th Mahinda Rajapaksa, Sri Lanka’s president, met 
Li Keqiang, China’s premier, in Beijing. Loans and declarations of “profound 
friendship” were secured. China is also developing roads, airports and another port, 
Hambantota, on Sri Lanka’s south coast. Chinese warships have stopped at 
Colombo on the way to Pakistan and to anti-pirate operations in the Gulf of Aden. In 
the eyes of some Indians, Colombo is part of a “string of pearls”—an American-
coined phrase that suggests the deliberate construction of a network of Chinese built, 
owned or influenced ports that could threaten India. These include a facility in 
Gwadar and a port in Karachi (both in Pakistan); a container facility in Chittagong 
(Bangladesh); and ports in Myanmar. 

Is this string theory convincing? Even if the policy exists, it might not work. Were 
China able to somehow turn ports into naval bases, it might struggle to keep control 
of a series of Gibraltars so far from home. And host countries have mood swings. 
Since Myanmar opened up in 2012, China’s influence there has decreased. China’s 
love-bombed the Seychelles and Mauritius with presidential visits in 2007 and 2009 
respectively. But since then India has successfully buttered up these island states 
and reasserted its role in the Maldives. Besides, China’s main motive may be 
commerce. C. Raja Mohan, the author of “Samudra Manthan”, a book on Sino-Indian 
rivalry in the Indian and Pacific Oceans, argues that China’s port bases partly reflect 
a desire to get easier sea access for trade to and from west China. 

A load of old rope 

State-owned firms are in charge of most of China’s maritime activity, and their 
motives are at least partly commercial. There is certainly not much talk of invading 
India in the offices of Tissa Wickramasinghe, the general manager of CICT, the firm 
that runs Colombo’s new terminal. It is 85% owned by China Merchants Holdings 
International, a Hong Kong firm that is ultimately controlled by China’s government. 
Mr Wickramasinghe says the port aims to take advantage of a new global pattern of 
trade. Trade by poor countries will rise. More containers will be used (only 22% of 
Indian cargo is containerised—half the world average). The shipping corridors 
between East Asia, Europe and Africa will get even busier. A new generation of huge 
ships that are almost half a kilometre long will dominate them. The ports that service 
these vessels will prosper. 

China’s maritime interests already reflect its status as the world’s largest exporter 
and second-largest importer. Many of the world’s biggest container ports are in 
China. It controls a fifth of the world’s container fleet mainly through giant state-
owned lines. By weight, 41% of ships built in 2012 were made in China. Japanese 
and Korean firms built a presence in Californian ports in the 1980s and 1990s. Now 
China’s muscle in trade and shipping is being mirrored in ports too. At first this was 
about building. China Harbour Engineering Company has constructed projects 
around the world. In 2012 its state-controlled parent firm had orders of $12 billion for 
construction deals abroad. 
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The next step is to own 
and run ports (see map). 
Hutchison Whampoa, a 
buccaneering, privately 
owned Hong Kong 
conglomerate, has long 
had a global network of 
ports. The pioneer 
among mainland firms 
was Cosco Pacific, an 
affiliate of state-owned 
Cosco, China’s biggest 
shipping line. In 2003-07 
it took minority stakes in 

terminals in Antwerp, Suez and Singapore. In 2009 it took charge of half of Piraeus 
Port in Greece. It has invested about $1 billion abroad. China Merchants Holdings 
International, a newcomer, has spent double that. It invested in Nigeria, as well as 
Colombo, in 2010. Last year it took stakes in ports in Togo and Djibouti. In January it 
bought 49% of Terminal Link, a global portfolio of terminals run by CMA CGM, an 
indebted French container line. 

The pace is quickening. In March another firm, China Shipping Terminal, bought a 
stake in a terminal in Zeebrugge in Belgium. On May 30th China Merchants struck a 
multi-billion deal to create a port in Tanzania. Even the more cautious Cosco Pacific 
is thinking about deals in South-East Asia and investing more in Greece. What 
explains this surge in investment? The slowdown in trade has dulled prospects in 
China and lowered prices abroad from the heights of 2007-08, says Jonathan Beard 
of ICF GHK, a consultancy.  

The focus on Asia, Europe and Africa is partly because America may be out of 
bounds. China Shipping Terminal has small stakes in facilities in Seattle and Los 
Angeles, according to Drewry, a consultancy. But the experience of Dubai’s DP 
World suggests that America would not roll out a red carpet. In 2006 DP abandoned 
plans to buy American ports after a political backlash. Some Americans worry that 
China wants to take over the Panama Canal. 

Chinese firms may also subscribe to a supersized vision of the industry in which an 
elite group of ports caters to a new generation of mega-vessels. These will be more 
fuel-efficient and link Asia and Europe (they can just squeeze through the Suez 
Canal). After a decade of hype these behemoths are now afloat. In May CMA CGM 
received the Jules Verne, the world’s largest container ship. It can handle 16,000 
containers and has a 16-metre (52-feet) draft. In July Maersk, a Danish line, will 
launch an 18,000-container monster.  

It has ordered 20 from Daewoo, in Korea. China Shipping Container Lines, the 
country’s second biggest firm, has just ordered five 18,400-container vessels from 
Hyundai. Some ports may struggle to cater to these ships. Some of China’s new 
terminals may try to exploit that. Cosco Pacific is building a dock at Piraeus that can 
handle mega-ships. Colombo is deep enough for ships with an 18-metre draft. Its 
cranes can cope with ships 24 containers wide. Nothing in India compares with that. 
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Darling can’t you hear me, SOS 

There are risks to China’s port strategy. The world economy may not recover quickly. 
Today’s slow growth lowers demand for containers. It also means many shipping 
lines are losing money, making them nervous about raising capacity by launching 
lots of new mega-ships. That in turn allows smaller ports to stay competitive. The 
immediate outlook is tough for Colombo’s new terminal, in part because of India’s 
woes. India’s container traffic, having grown at a blistering pace, declined by 4% in 
April compared with the same month last year. 

“We never imagined this situation,” says an Indian port boss. Then there is 
competition. Vallarpadam, a port in the Indian state of Kerala owned by DP World, is 
only a third full. India’s bureaucrats have relaxed their fiddly rules to help it compete. 
Ports in Mumbai and Mundra, in west India, already get lots of direct calls from 
global lines. Other ports such as Chennai are slowly winning more, too. 

The age of the mega-ship might secure Colombo’s position, but it is some way off. 
The initial schedules for the new Maersk and CMA CGM vessels do not include 
stops in Colombo. Local agents hope other lines will try the port this year. Some 
expect that patriotic Chinese shipping lines will shift their business to Colombo from 
other big Asian ports. But that is a stretch. They are losing money and may not want 
to subsidise Sri Lanka. In 2012 Aitken Spence, a local firm, sold its stake in 
Colombo’s new terminal, arguing that it was not profitable. Some reckon it will take 
15 years for it to break even. 

Yet the port industry is about strong nerves. Eventually a recovery will materialise. In 
fact, the long-term challenge for China’s port operators may be commercial success. 
If they do create hubs for other countries, these firms’ association—unfairly, or 
otherwise—with China’s strategic interests will be a liability. Colombo is an example. 
India’s security grumbles are partly posturing.  

China is its biggest trading partner, and India’s main state-owned shipping firm gets 
its vessels repaired in China. But should Sri Lanka ever succeed in dominating 
India’s trade while being a close Chinese ally, India would surely improve its ports 
enough to be independent. 

Experiences elsewhere offer no clear-cut guide. After political tensions in the South 
China Sea, China Merchants has withdrawn from a port project in Vietnam. But 
Cosco’s Piraeus investment, once controversial, is a success, with profits rising and 
the firm winning plaudits for investing and creating jobs for Greeks. China’s port 
strategy is mainly motivated by commercial impulses. 

It is natural that a country of its clout has a global shipping and ports industry. But it 
could become a flashpoint for diplomatic tensions. That is the pessimistic view. The 
optimistic one is that the more it invests the more incentive China has to rub along 
better with its trading partners. This, not deliberate expansionism, is what the locals 
are betting on in Colombo. 

Source: The Economist, 8 June 

http://www.economist.com/news/international/21579039-chinas-growing-empire-ports-abroad-mainly-about-trade-not-aggression-new-masters?fsrc=scn/fb/wl/pe/thenewmastersandcommanders
http://www.economist.com/news/international/21579039-chinas-growing-empire-ports-abroad-mainly-about-trade-not-aggression-new-masters?fsrc=scn/fb/wl/pe/thenewmastersandcommanders
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Taiwan: Fishing For a Fishery Agreement with the Philippines 

-- Lucio Blanco Pitlo III 

Manila and Taipei are presently locked in 
a maritime row after an incident on 9 
May in which Philippine maritime 
authorities shot and killed a Taiwanese 
fisherman in waters belonging to 
northern Philippines’ Exclusive 
Economic Zone. Responding to intense 
public pressure, Taipei has demanded 
an official apology, compensation for the 
victim’s family, a speedy inquiry on the 
incident and talks on a fishery 

agreement. Regrettably, Taiwan has already imposed sanctions which have affected 
cross-Channel relations, despite the fact that investigations from both sides are still 
underway. Out of the four demands made by Taiwan, the calls for a fishery 
agreement are most significant. Taiwan has capitalised on the 9 May incident to 
pressure Manila to enter into talks, as indicated by President Ma’s preparedness to 
begin negotiations without waiting for the results of the investigation. The motives 
behind a joint fishery agreement are noble enough. Such an agreement would allow 
fishermen from participating countries to engage in fishing without fear of arrest, and 
to benefit mutually from disputed maritime resources. But the timing and readiness of 
both sides remain in question. 

In general, joint development of fisheries resources requires a lot of political maturity 
and commitment from contracting parties. Any agreement must start by defining the 
territorial area which it would cover. This is usually the most sensitive issue because 
it requires parties to define what are disputed waters and what are not, and no 
national leader wants to appear as though they are surrendering an inch of maritime 
territory. But once both sides overcome this major hurdle, agreement on other less-
contentious points, such as common fishing seasons, maximum catch limits, joint 
marine scientific research and collaboration in resource conservation, will likely 
follow. 

Yet a fishery agreement at this point in time could be disadvantageous for the 
Philippines. For one, Taiwan has a more developed commercial fishing industry than 
the Philippines. In fact, at present, the operation of Taiwanese fishing vessels off 
Batanes and Cagayan in northern Philippines has been a perennial complaint of 
many local Filipinos, notably artisanal fishermen since many poachers were caught 
well within coastal or municipal waters. Thus, any joint fishing cooperation in the 
overlapping Exclusive Economic Zones of both countries will only increase Taiwan’s 
advantages. For some, a fisheries agreement would essentially amount to legalising 
poaching under the façade of cooperation. 

There are also practical impediments to an agreement to cooperate to curb illegal 
fishing. Foreign poaching is rampant in northern Philippine waters, and losses are 
tremendous, amounting to some P75–P150 million ($US1.8–3.5 million) every year. 
But because of its inadequate maritime law enforcement capabilities, Manila was 
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only able to apprehend 108 foreign nationals for illegal fishing from 2006–2012. The 
Philippines’ limited enforcement capabilities would also make it difficult for it to 
monitor or supervise the conduct of joint fishing activities. 

It might be that Taiwan’s recent conclusion of a fisheries agreement with Japan over 
the waters surrounding the disputed Diaoyu/Senkaku islands has prompted it to 
propose a similar deal with the Philippines. The agreement allows fishermen from 
both countries to operate in a larger area without being subject to jurisdiction from 
the other state. This opens up 4,530 square kilometres of sea to Taiwanese 
fishermen, which could potentially generate US$6.7 billion in revenue. But even if 
this is the case, many Filipinos view the demanding, haughty (if not outright bullying) 
manner in which Taiwan has called for an agreement to be inappropriate. This is the 
case even among Filipino officials who see the possible merits of cooperating to 
manage common fisheries resources and curb illegal fishing outside the agreed zone. 

Ultimately, a successful joint fisheries agreement will have to incorporate the 
principles of fairness and equitability. Neither side should appear to be 
disadvantaged nor as though they are giving up their sovereign rights. Legal experts 
can work around domestic legal impediments, but both sides must address local 
passions and criticisms, especially as leaders under fire from local mass media or 
their political opponents may back out from discussions and waste the painstaking 
efforts that have already been invested. Contracting parties also need to muster up 
considerable flexibility, patience and political will. The Taiwan–Japan agreement took 
16 rounds of negotiations over the course of 17 years to come to fruition. There is no 
reason to fast track a Philippines–Taiwan fisheries agreement, especially if doing so 
would not address the sensitive and crucial issues raised by both sides. Finally, 
maintaining harmonious bilateral relations will be critical during the negotiations. 

(Lucio Blanco Pitlo III is a Research Associate at the University of the Philippines Asian Centre, 
where he is also taking up his MA in Asian Studies.) 

Source: East Asia Forum, 14 June 

 

China Deflects Criticism over Maritime Disputes with N. Korea 

China deflected criticism over its actions in 
several maritime disputes with its neighbours 
and defended its relationship with North Korea. 
Lt-Gen. Qi Jianguo, deputy chief of the 
People’s Liberation Army, reiterated at an 
annual security conference in Singapore that 
the Chinese government and military seek 
only peaceful development and that other 
countries should not view its strengthening 
military as a threat. China is embroiled in a 

series of running disputes with its neighbours, including a high-profile one with Japan 
that has soured bilateral relations, and with several countries around the South 
China Sea who dispute China’s claims to potentially oil-rich areas of the sea. 

http://www.eastasiaforum.org/2013/06/14/taiwan-fishing-for-a-fishery-agreement-with-the-philippines/
http://www.eastasiaforum.org/2013/06/14/taiwan-fishing-for-a-fishery-agreement-with-the-philippines/
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Beijing and Tokyo have been caught up in a long-running battle over what the 
Japanese call the Senkaku Islands and the Chinese call Diaoyutai. China recently 
asserted its dominance by sending government ships into Japanese territorial waters 
in April. Qi said China was only safeguarding its sovereignty in its dispute with Japan, 
where both claim ownership over the islands, and with other countries such as 
Vietnam and the Philippines in the South China Sea. “We are very clear about that, 
so the Chinese warships and the patrolling activity are totally legitimate and it is 
uncontroversial to patrol within our territory,” Qi said when being questioned by 
delegates. Qi faced a series of pointed questions about China’s growing military and 
regional assertiveness, and joked that he thought he would have “an easier time 
than Chuck Hagel,” the US defence secretary who is also at the conference. 

Qi repeated China’s stance that it wanted to resolve the disputes through bilateral 
negotiations. Some of the countries want multilateral talks, feeling China’s size is too 
much of an advantage in direct talks. He also repeated China’s stance on North 
Korea, where the US is seeking Chinese assistance in resolving problems with 
Pyongyang, which has raised tensions with a series of rocket launches, an 
underground nuclear test and threats of nuclear strikes against the US and its allies. 
Qi said China wants the tension on the Korean Peninsula reduced through talks, and 
that Beijing backs the denuclearisation of the peninsula. China is impoverished North 
Korea’s economic and diplomatic lifeline, providing nearly all of its fuel and most of 
its trade. Qi also dismissed concerns of any imminent collapse in North Korea. “I 
think we are overestimating the situation in North Korea. As far as we know, it is 
stable and we don’t see any sign of break down in the country,” he said in answer to 
a question. 

Source: The Washington Post, 1 June 

Japan Seeks to Play a Responsible Role in Regional Maritime Security 

Japan, which is engulfed in a bitter territorial dispute with China, told an annual 
security summit that it aimed to play a cooperative role in regional maritime disputes. 
The countries have been immersed in a long-running battle over what the Japanese 
call the Senkaku Islands and the Chinese call Diaoyutai. China recently asserted its 
dominance by sending government ships into Japanese territorial waters in April. “A 
strong Japan will play a responsible role in the area of regional security and exercise 
strong leadership as expected by the international community,” Defence Minister 
Itsunori Onodera told the meeting in Singapore. He stressed the importance of 
avoiding tensions in the region “not by violence but through dialogue,” adding that 
Tokyo would promote regional cooperation. 

“These efforts are crucial in the pursuit of our national interest which is to maintain 
and strengthen international order based on fundamental values of freedom, 
democracy and the rule of law,” Onodera said. Japan has boosted its defence 
budget and the size of its military for the first time in nearly a decade. Onodera said 
Japan was reviewing its defence policy and was in the process of creating a security 
council to address issues related to the military and national security. Onodera 
praised the US military presence in the region; calling it ‘indispensable’ and said both 
countries were working to increase Japan-US cooperation. Onodera acknowledged 

http://www.washingtonpost.com/world/asia_pacific/china-deflects-criticism-over-maritime-disputes-and-relationship-with-north-korea/2013/06/02/e9e93610-cb40-11e2-9cd9-3b9a22a4000a_story.html
http://www.washingtonpost.com/world/asia_pacific/china-deflects-criticism-over-maritime-disputes-and-relationship-with-north-korea/2013/06/02/e9e93610-cb40-11e2-9cd9-3b9a22a4000a_story.html
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challenges in Japan’s relationship with Beijing, but said he expects China to play a 
responsible role as “a superpower.” 

The islands are the focus of a decades-long dispute that reignited last September 
when the Japanese government purchased three of the islands from their private 
owners. Japan aimed to prevent the islands from being bought by Tokyo’s former 
nationalist mayor, who wanted to build a dock there for Japanese fishing boats and 
backed sending experts to the islands to study the wildlife and terrain. The purchase 
prompted anti-Japanese protests in China, and Beijing has regularly sent ships to 
confront the Japanese coast guard in the area. Onodera added that he supported 
efforts by the 10-member Association of Southeast Asian Nations to establish a code 
of conduct to reduce tension with China over the South China Sea. China also has 
numerous disputes with several countries over ownership of potentially oil-rich areas 
in the South China Sea. 

Source: The Washington Post, 1 June 

Dialogue with China Urged on Maritime Disputes 

The United States and Japan called for increased dialogue with China to prevent 
miscalculations in waterways vital to world trade as territorial disputes raise tensions 
across Asia. Japan is seeking to create a National Security Council so it can respond 
quickly to emergencies; Defence Minister Itsunori Onodera told an international 
security conference. He called for neighbouring countries to establish a maritime co-
ordination mechanism at the "earliest possible timing" to prevent crises over 
incidents at sea. 

"A strong Japan will play a responsible role in the area of regional security and 
exercise strong leadership as expected by the international community," he told the 
Shangri-La Dialogue, an annual forum in Singapore. He stressed the importance of 
avoiding tensions in the region "not by violence but through dialogue", adding that 
Tokyo would promote regional co-operation. Onodera said he supported efforts by 
the 10-member Association of Southeast Asian Nations to establish a code of 
conduct to reduce tension with China over the South China Sea. He praised the US 
military presence in the region, calling it indispensable. 

Onodera acknowledged challenges in Japan's relationship with Beijing, but said he 
expected China to play a responsible role as "a superpower". US Defence Secretary 
Chuck Hagel said his country would resist "any coercive attempts to alter the status 
quo" in seas off China's coasts. Tensions over fish, oil and gas in disputed waters 
risk disrupting trade among emerging Asian powers that are driving global economic 
growth. Vietnamese Prime Minister Nguyen Tan Dung warned that miscalculations 
might disrupt the estimated two-thirds of global trade that moves through the South 
China Sea. Hagel met separately at the forum with defence ministers of Indonesia 
and the Philippines, a treaty ally. He cited new US defence capabilities, including 
using lasers to defend ships at sea and putting remotely piloted aircraft on aircraft 
carriers, while expounding on plans to shift 60 per cent of his country's naval military 
assets to Asia by 2020. 

http://www.washingtonpost.com/world/asia_pacific/japan-says-seeks-to-play-a-responsible-and-cooperative-role-in-regional-maritime-security/2013/06/01/639a6564-ca93-11e2-9cd9-3b9a22a4000a_story.html
http://www.washingtonpost.com/world/asia_pacific/japan-says-seeks-to-play-a-responsible-and-cooperative-role-in-regional-maritime-security/2013/06/01/639a6564-ca93-11e2-9cd9-3b9a22a4000a_story.html
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"Secretary Hagel emphasised the importance of the Philippines as a treaty ally and 
reaffirmed the United States' commitment to the Mutual Defence Treaty," Pentagon 
spokesman George Little said. "Secretary Hagel stressed the importance of 
maintaining freedom of navigation in the region." Indonesian Defence Minister 
Purnomo Yusgiantoro warned the forum that Asian countries must guard against 
destabilising the region with increased arms spending. "There are indeed inherent 
perceptional sensitivities in military build-ups that could create miscalculations, 
misjudgements, and mistrust," he said. 

Asia overtook European members of NATO in terms of nominal military spending for 
the first time last year, according to a March report by the London-based 
International Institute for Strategic Studies (IISS). In the annual report on the world's 
militaries, the IISS - which organises the Shangri-La Dialogue - said China's defence 
spending in real terms rose 8.3 per cent between 2011 and 2012, while in Asia as a 
whole, spending rose 4.94 per cent last year. In January, Tokyo announced that it 
would increase military spending this year for the first time in more than a decade by 
more than US$1.15 billion. Onodera justified the country's increased spending. "We 
believe it is essential to build up a defence posture that will contribute to the 
enhancement of regional peace and stability," he said. 

Source: South China Morning Post, 2 June 

Sri Lankan Navy Raises Patrol Frequency around Katchatheevu 

Even before the 761 boats from Rameswaram Island that ventured into the sea 
could return to the shore, news trickled in to the mainland that Sri Lankan navy had 
deployed more than half a dozen naval vessels near Katchatheevu islet sparking 
panic. As Tamil Nadu political parties up the ante on retrieving Katchatheevu islet, 
fishermen from Rameswaram say that Sri Lanka was putting up an aggressive 
posture by stationing its naval vessels near the controversial islet. "We are receiving 
information that there are nearly ten patrolling vessels deployed around the islet. It is 
usual for Sri Lanka to intensify patrolling every year when Indian fishermen venture 
into sea after the ban period is over. But only one or two naval vessels will be around. 
This year though there are more naval vessels", said NJ Bose, general secretary of 
Mechanised Boat Fishermen Welfare Association. 

Fishermen associations in Rameswaram say that they are yet to get more details 
about Sri Lankan presence near Katchatheevu. "More information about the alleged 
heightened presence of Sri Lankan boats would be available only after the fishermen 
return to the shore,'' Bose said. “Sri Lankan navy usually carries out patrolling 
around Katchatheevu. So it is not new. But we have to wait to confirm if there is an 
alarming presence of Lankan navy," said B Jesuraja, district secretary of Tamil Nadu 
Mechanised Boat Fishermen Association. "The information should have originated 
from Dhanushkodi as our fishermen have not told us any sort of special naval 
deployment in Katchatheevu," added S P Rayappan, of president Country Boat 
Fishermen Association. 

Fisheries officials who are quite used to fishermen getting jittery about Lankan navy's 
presence around Katchatheevu held a meeting with fishermen associations and 
advised them not to panic nor spread panic. "We cannot ascertain the Sri Lankan 

http://www.scmp.com/news/asia/article/1251625/dialogue-china-urged-maritime-disputes
http://www.scmp.com/news/asia/article/1251625/dialogue-china-urged-maritime-disputes
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presence. But we have strictly instructed fishermen not to venture beyond IMBL and 
advised them not to spread such unconfirmed information about Katchatheevu," a 
fishery official in Rameswaram said. Meanwhile, MDMK leader Vaiko has written a 
letter to Prime Minister Manmohan Singh to urge Sri Lanka to relocate their vessels 
from their alleged positions. The stationing of battleships of Sri Lankan Navy near 
Katchatheevu may be a trial balloon. To protect the geo-political interest of India in 
the Indian Ocean and protect the livelihood and lives of the Tamil Nadu fishermen, 
the Government of India should take up this serious issue with the Sri Lankan 
government and take appropriate steps so that the Sri Lankan Naval vessels are 
withdrawn immediately from Katchatheevu islet, he stated in his letter. 

Source: The Times of India, 2 June 

Indian Navy Inducts Auxiliary Craft 

The Navy inducted an auxiliary craft, 'Pradayak', capable of carrying 400 tonnes of 
fuel and 100 tonnes of aviation fuel. 'Pradayak', part of the fleet of auxiliaries of the 
naval ship repair yard here, can also carry 50 tonnes each of provisions and fresh 
water. The vessel is named after a ship which was decommissioned in 2007. Rear 
Admiral S Madhusudanan, Superintendent of Naval Ship Repair Yard (NSRY), who 
was the chief guest at the induction ceremony, expressed optimism that the barge 
would enable faster turnaround of warships at Kochi. He complimented the The 
Shalimar World Limited of Howrah, a 125 year-old company and presently wholly 
owned by the West Bengal government, for delivering the vessel in seven months, a 
defence press release said. Somdev Chatterjee, Managing Director of Shalimar 
Shipyard said, executing projects for the Indian Navy was a matter of great pride. 
Three more auxiliaries - a tug, a ferry craft and a fuel barge - are scheduled to join 
the naval yard in the near future, the release added. 

Source: Zee News, 3 June 

China Changes Maritime Strategy, Might Lead to Direct Confrontation with US 

China's People's Liberation Army is 
ramping up the maritime strategy by 
holding naval operations within the 200 
nautical mile exclusive economic zone 
(EEZ) around the United States in an 
apparent bid to challenge America's Asia-
Pivot push. Admiral Samuel Locklear, 
commander of US forces in the Pacific, 
told the Shangri-La Dialogue, a high-level 
defence forum in Singapore, that PLA 

navy had started "reciprocating" US navy's tactics of sending ships and aircraft into 
the 200-nautical-mile zone off China's coast. China's experts on the international law 
of the sea said the move suggested a significant change in China's maritime strategy 
and development policy, while others apprehend that it could lead to direct 
confrontation. It is assumed that the PLA Navy is getting active near the Pacific 
island of Guam, an important outpost for the US military in the Western Pacific, as 
the waters around Hawaii and along the West Coast of the United States is still too 

http://articles.timesofindia.indiatimes.com/2013-06-02/madurai/39690714_1_katchatheevu-sri-lankan-navy-tamil-nadu-fishermen
http://zeenews.india.com/news/nation/navy-inducts-auxiliary-craft_852679.html
http://articles.timesofindia.indiatimes.com/2013-06-02/madurai/39690714_1_katchatheevu-sri-lankan-navy-tamil-nadu-fishermen
http://zeenews.india.com/news/nation/navy-inducts-auxiliary-craft_852679.html
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distant for operations by the PLA Navy as reported by the Hong Kong based South 
China Morning Post. Zhao Yadan, a maritime expert with Shanghai University of 
Political Science and Law, said that it was a significant development in China's 
maritime policy and suggested that "Beijing is moving towards international norms". 

"That says that Beijing is accepting the international norms, which emphasise the 
right of free navigation on the high seas," the Post quoted him as saying. Ni Lexiong, 
director of the university's Institute of Maritime Strategy and National Defence Policy, 
said it reflected Chinese leaders' "changing concept of maritime affairs following the 
rapid development of China's maritime industry and rising strength of its naval force 
in the past decade". China and the US have struggled to agree on rules for operating 
on high seas amid rising tensions across the region as China's military strength 
grows. In the past month, Japan has detected three foreign submarines near the 
Okinawa Islands. 

Japanese officials say they know the nationality of the vessels and have made 
diplomatic representations to that government, the Post report said. Beijing has long 
complained about US warships exercising their right of passage through China's 
EEZ. The decision to exercise the same right in America's backyard is an indication 
to Washington that Beijing now has the capability to do so. A professor of 
international relations at Tokyo's Meiji University, Go Ito, said China's position was 
hypocritical because it thought of its 200 nautical mile EEZ as its "exclusive political 
zone and its territory". He said Japan had been watching the PLA Navy carefully for 
some time and he believed China would use it submarines to expand the scope of its 
activities in the Pacific. "The potential for a confrontation is serious," he said. Qi 
Jianguo, deputy chief of general staff of the PLA, told the Shangrila dialogue that 
China is committed to work for sustained peace and stability in the Asia Pacific 
region but at the same would remain steadfast in safeguarding its core national 
interests. 

Source: The Indian Express, 4 June 

India, Australia Raise the Pitch on Maritime Cooperation 

India and Australia have agreed to 
hold a joint naval exercise in 2015 to 
raise their defence cooperation 
initiatives to a higher level and 
strengthen their strategic partnership. 
Defence Minister AK Antony, who is 
on a two-day visit to Australia, met 
his Australian counterpart Stephen 
Smith in Perth. They travelled 
together to Canberra and discussed 
shared strategic and security 
interests, including maritime security 

and bilateral defence cooperation. A joint statement issued at the conclusion of Mr. 
Antony’s visit, the first by an Indian Defence Minister, stressed that both countries 
had agreed to continue Naval exchanges to build confidence and familiarity between 
the two Navies and work towards a bilateral maritime exercise in 2015. 

http://www.indianexpress.com/news/china-changes-maritime-strategy-might-lead-to-direct-confrontation-with-us/1124817/0
http://www.indianexpress.com/news/china-changes-maritime-strategy-might-lead-to-direct-confrontation-with-us/1124817/0
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India and Australia had participated together in multilateral maritime exercises in 
Malabar in 2007 and in Milan in 2012. Both sides acknowledged that maritime 
security and freedom of navigation in accordance with principles of international law 
were critical for the growth and prosperity of the Asia-Pacific and Indian Ocean 
regions. Taking note of the growing cooperation between the two Navies, Mr. Antony 
accepted Mr. Smith’s invitation for Indian naval ships’ participation in the prestigious 
International Fleet Review (IFR) to be held in Sydney this October. The Indian Navy 
will get an opportunity to showcase its growing military capability at the IFR, where 
when mighty navies are expected to line up about 40 top-end warships. The Indian 
Navy’s participation is being seen as part of a big strategy unfolding in the Indian 
Ocean region to contain the ever-growing presence of China’s People’s Liberation 
Army Navy. 

The Ministers took note of the progress made in defence cooperation in accordance 
with the Memorandum of Understanding on Defence Cooperation concluded in 2006, 
the Joint Declaration on Security Cooperation issued during the former Australian 
Prime Minister Kevin Rudd’s visit to India in 2009 and the Joint Statement issued 
during the visit of Prime Minister Julia Gillard in 2012. “They [the Defence Ministers] 
agreed that interactions held between the defence establishments of both sides in a 
variety of fields and at various levels have been mutually beneficial. Both sides were 
pleased with the bilateral architecture established for pursuing defence cooperation 
and agreed that consultations had helped deepen mutual trust and understanding 
between the defence establishments,” the joint statement said. 

They agreed to continue consultations and cooperation on issues concerning the 
Asia-Pacific and Indian Ocean regions bilaterally as well as multilaterally, including 
through the East Asia Summit, the ASEAN Regional Forum, the ASEAN Defence 
Ministers’ Meeting-Plus, Indian Ocean Naval Symposium (IONS) and the Indian 
Ocean Rim — Association for Regional Cooperation (IOR-ARC). The Ministers noted 
that both countries were already cooperating through the IONS — which Australia 
will chair next year before hosting the IONS Conclave of Chiefs in Perth in March 
2014 — and the IOR-ARC, of which India is the current chair and Australia the next 
chair. The Ministers also agreed to maintain regular ministerial meetings; promote 
exchanges between the defence establishments and both the Armed Forces, 
including regularly holding the Defence Policy Dialogue, Armed Forces Staff Talks 
and professional military exchanges; and to promote the sharing and exchange of 
professional knowledge and experiences through participation in training courses in 
each other’s military training institutions. Mr. Antony invited Mr. Smith to visit India. 

Source: The Hindu, 5 June 

SA Not Going to Royal Australian Navy International Fleet Review 

The South African Navy (SAN) will not have a 
seaborne presence at the single largest naval 
event of the year – the Royal Australian Navy 
(RAN) International Fleet Review scheduled for 
October 2013. The review will commemorate 
the centenary of the first entry of the RAN fleet 
into Sydney. The review, according to the RAN, 

http://www.thehindu.com/news/national/india-australia-raise-the-pitch-on-maritime-cooperation/article4783997.ece
http://www.thehindu.com/news/national/india-australia-raise-the-pitch-on-maritime-cooperation/article4783997.ece
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is a high profile international event and the RAN’s signature commemorative event 
for 2013. Planned in partnership with the New South Wales government and the city 
of Sydney, it is anticipated that about 40 visiting warships and 12 tall ships will 
participate. The RAN Sea Power Conference 2013 and Pacific 2013 International 
Maritime Congress and Exhibition will run as complementary events to the 
international fleet review. 

A spokesman for the SA Navy said the maritime arm of the SA National Defence 
Force was invited to be part of the Sydney international fleet review but would not be 
attending due to “other prior commitments”. Australia did not take part in democratic 
South Africa’s first international fleet review in 1998. Currently 19 navies have 
accepted the invitation from the RAN. They include the Royal Brunei Navy, Royal 
Canadian Navy, People’s Liberation Army Navy, French Navy, Indian Navy, 
Indonesian Navy, Japan Maritime Self Defence Force, Royal Malaysian Navy, 
Federated States of Micronesia Maritime Police Unit, Royal New Zealand Navy, 
Papua New Guinea Defence Force – Maritime Operations Element, Republic of 
Singapore Navy, Spanish Navy, Republic of Korea Navy, Royal Thai Navy, Russian 
Navy, Tongan Defence Services – Maritime Force, the Royal Navy and the US Navy. 

The host country will have no less than 19 of its warships in the review led by HMAS 
Sydney, one of the four guided missile frigates in its fleet. Other RAN maritime 
assets in the review include fisheries protection vessels, amphibious heavy lifters, 
submarines, Anzac Class frigates, a Bay Class landing ship dock, mine hunters, 
heavy landing craft and survey and hydro-graphic vessels. The RAN will confirm all 
navies and ships for the international fleet review closer to the event. South Africa 
and Australia are both members of the Indian Ocean Naval Symposium (IONS), a 
voluntary initiative seeking to increase maritime co-operation among navies of the 
Indian Ocean region’s littoral states. 

South Africa currently chairs IONS, with SA Navy Chief Vice Admiral Johannes 
Mudimu due to hand over chairmanship to Australia. This will happen at the next 
IONS gathering in Perth next year. Apart from Australia and South Africa, IONS 
counts 33 members. Member states are Bahrain, Bangladesh, the Comoros, Djibouti, 
Egypt, Eritrea, France, India, Indonesia, Iran, Iraq, Kenya, Kuwait, Madagascar, 
Malaysia, Maldives, Mauritius, Mozambique, Myanmar, Oman, Pakistan, Qatar, 
Saudi Arabia, Seychelles, Singapore, Somalia, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Tanzania, 
Thailand, Timor Leste, the United Arab Emirates and Yemen. 

Source: Defence Web, 5 June 

Call for Regional Maritime Coalition to Fight Piracy 

A regional maritime security coalition is required to 
effectively fight piracy in the Gulf of Aden, the 
Arabian Sea and the Greater Indian Ocean, 
experts at the piracy forum held at the Emirates 
Centre for Strategic Studies and Research HQ in 
the Capital proposed. “We need to have a task 
force in the region. We found that there is no 

concerted efforts in the region especially those in the Red Sea, due to the presence 

http://www.defenceweb.co.za/index.php?option=com_content&view=article&id=30739:sa-not-going-to-royal-australian-navy-international-fleet-review&catid=51:Sea&Itemid=106
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of international forces... there’s a need to coordinate and consolidate efforts in the 
region to secure navigational movement. We need to have a unified Arab strategy, 
following proposed steps,” Colonel Mahmoud Al Zarooni of the UAE Naval Forces 
said. 

“The Gulf of Aden and the Arabian Sea... requires intensified efforts from all 
countries and a unified approach to end piracy,” he pointed out. It calls for a unified 
approach that includes “taking Somalia out of instability”; help develop the coast 
guards of some countries in the region; sharing and collecting information and 
available technologies such as satellites in locating ships; an integrated strategy that 
includes Arab military presence; training of ships’ crew on how to respond to attacks; 
identifying safe passages for ships; adoption of unified agreement that allows the 
use of weapons; and the establishment of courts in the region and legal procedures 
according to international and human rights law. According to Dr Ahmed Salem Al 
Wahishi, director of Yemen International Affairs Centre (YIAC), piracy is not only a 
threat to the region but also to other countries. The Gulf of Aden and the Arabian 
Sea are vital international trade routes, and a large percentage of the world’s oil pass 
through these areas. Thus, any challenge to maritime security in this region must be 
addressed with the highest priority. “The threat is still on-going. In particular last year, 
about 8 million Euros (Dh38.26 million) were paid to Somali pirates to release 
Filipino and Danish sailors from the Gulf of Aden,” he said. 

Declining attacks: Since 2011, acts of piracy in the Gulf of Aden and the Arabian 
Sea have steadily decreased “with only a handful of successful hijackings”. This year, 
only three attacks of pirates in these waters were reported, and all were thwarted. In 
2012, there were only five successfully pirated ships (total ransom of $31.75 million) 
resulting from 35 attacks. In 2008, when there was a sudden spike in pirate activity in 
the Gulf of Aden, 111 ships were attacked, 42 of which were successfully pirated 
earning them up to $3 million per ship. “This decrease is attributable to a number of 
factors; however, it is clear that the efforts of Combined Task Force 151 (CTF-151) 
are the main reasons for the decline,” said Dr John Ballard, assistant to the 
Commandant for Academic Affairs and dean of National Defence College at the UAE 
Armed Forces. 

Indian Ocean: With the success of curtailing piracy off the coast of East Africa, the 
Indian Ocean and the Strait of Malacca have now become the newest hotbed of 
piracy. “Nearly 20 per cent of global sea trade occurs in the Indian Ocean and 15.2 
million barrels of oil pass through the Strait of Malacca each day. The global 
economy cannot afford to allow piracy to expand in this crucial region... it is time for 
the world to develop new types of seamless regional security initiatives,” said Dr 
Ballard. He proposed the establishment of a “maritime Interpol” for the greater Indian 
Ocean — an area stretching from the Red Sea to the Strait of Malacca — which 
holds key maritime chokepoints, the greatest volume of energy trade and high 
percentage of trade in many commodities and manufactured products. 

Piracy law: Despite the success in thwarting piracy in the Gulf of Aden and the 
Arabian Sea in the past three years, the varying laws governing piracy offences and 
the absence of an international standard relating to piracy remain to be a setback. 

Source: Khaleej Times, 5 June 
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Indian Navy to Hold Rescue Drill in Da Nang 

During the four days friendship visit to Vietnam, 
besides the cultural, sports exchange, the Indian 
Navy will have a joint rescue rehearsal with the 
Vietnam Navy in the East Sea. On June 4, four 
naval ships of the Eastern Fleet of India, including 
INS Satpura guided missile frigate (F48), INS 
Shakti logistics ship (A57), INS Ranvijay destroyer 
(D55) and INS Kirch escort vessel (P62), carrying 
1,200 officers and sailors, docked at Tien Sa Port 

(Da Nang) to begin the four-day visit to this city, from June 4 to 8. At the welcome 
ceremony, the representative of the High Command of People's Navy of Vietnam 
appreciated the visit of the Indian Navy, to tighten the diplomatic relations between 
the two countries and to promote cooperation in the military and non-military sectors 
in the future. 

Representing the Indian Navy, Rear Admiral 
Ajit Kumar P, Commander of the Eastern Fleet, 
said he was very moved to receive a warm 
welcome from Vietnam. "The Indian Navy and 
the Vietnam Navy have deep ties, cooperation 
and development in areas such as training 
crew for submarines, providing additional, 
support equipment for the Vietnam navy...," he 
said. Recognising the importance of the East 
Sea for countries in the region in economic 
development, security and defence ... Rear Admiral Ajit Kumar P said: "India 
respects the island and marine sovereignty of the countries in the East Sea. I believe 
and expect that in the future, leaders of these countries will find a common voice for 
the East Sea issue in the spirit of peace, adhere to international law." 

He said in a recent visit, the Indian Navy and the Malaysian Navy had a rehearsal on 
May 23. Rear Admiral Ajit Kumar P also revealed that on June 8, when the four 
Indian ships leave Tien Sa port, there will have a small exercise with the Vietnam 
Navy on rescue in the East Sea. "In the future, I hope that the Vietnam Navy and 
Indian Navy will have exercises at higher levels," Rear Admiral Ajit Kumar P added. 
It is expected that the Indian navy would have a courtesy meeting with the leaders of 
Da Nang City, the High Command of Military Region V and the High Command of 
Navy Region 3. The Indian ships will also open for the Indian community in Vietnam 
and 90 children from Centre for Street Children Protection of Da Nang. There will 
have expertise exchange between the High Command of Navy Region 3 with the 
crew of INS Satpura and a lot of sport and cultural exchange activities between the 
two navies. On 8/6, the four Indian Navy ships will leave Tien Sa port. 

The guided missile destroyer INS Satpura has 50 officers and 350 sailors. It is 143 m 
long, 17 m wide, with a tonnage of 5,300 tons, speed of up to 32 nautical miles per 
hour. The INS Shakti logistics ship carries 30 officers and 200 sailors. It is 175 m 
long, 25 m wide, with a tonnage of 27,500 tons, speed of up to 20 nautical miles per 
hour. The INS Ranvijay destroyer has 50 officers and 400 sailors. It is 146m long, 



Page 40 of 68 

15.8 m wide, weighing 4,974 tons and speed of 35 nautical miles per hour. The INS 
Kirch corvette has a tonnage of 1,460 tons, 91m in length, 10.5 m in width, and 
speed of up to 25 nautical miles per hour. This corvette carries 170 officers and 
sailors. 

Source: Vietnam Net Bridge, 5 June 

Mistral and Gorshkov Projects Back on Track 

The United Ship Building Corporation has accelerated work on two of its international 
military-related projects, company sources told Interfax. The upgrade of a former 
Soviet aircraft carrier for service in the Indian Navy and a project to build a helicopter 
carrier jointly with France are nearing complication, company officials said. The 
state-owned ship building holding is under new management following a move to put 
Vladimir Shmakov in the role of general director— a post he assumed at the end of 
May. Shmakov said during a meeting with Putin at that time that he sees 
"unconditional fulfilment" of military orders among his primary tasks. 

The former president of the United Shipbuilding Corporation, Andrei Dyachkov, was 
dismissed in early May after coming under increased pressure from Deputy Prime 
Minister Dmitry Rogozin for his lacklustre performance. Rogozin oversees the 
defence industry. The long awaited aircraft carrier, now named INS Vikramaditya—
which translates from the Hindi as Brave as the Sun— is undergoing final testing. 
Though rescheduled several times, the most recently announced delivery date was 
November 2013. Originally built in 1987 for the Soviet Navy and christened the 
Admiral Gorshkov, the craft has been undergoing modernisation since 2004 when a 
contract worth $1.8 billion to modernise and deliver the ship to the Indian navy was 
signed between the two countries. 

The United Shipbuilding Company subsidiary Sevmash is finishing work on the INS 
Vikramaditya at its testing facility in Severodvinsk, a company source said. Over $1 
billion of the contract value was allocated to purchase MIG fighter jets and 
helicopters to be used on the ship by the Indian Navy. Though work was originally 
scheduled for completion by 2008, the project has suffered multiple delays, which 
have led to an increase in costs and brought the total sum of the contract $2.3 billion. 
Meanwhile, the United Ship Building source also said that its Baltic shipyard in St. 
Petersburg, which is assembling part of a Mistral helicopter carrier ship under French 
license, is "finishing preparations," to launch the stern section of the ship and transfer 
it to France in July for final assembly. A source told Interfax, that Russia has fulfilled 
all of the obligations, under the contract, despite "delays" from the French side. 
France announced in February 2010 an agreement to sell Russia a Mistral ship, with 
an option for three more vessels. On June 17, 2011 Russia and France signed a 
$1.7 billion contract for the joint manufacturing of the first two Mistral ships. The 
Russian Defence Ministry said in December that it had postponed the construction of 
the second two Mistral-class helicopters and will build only the first two. The Mistral 
deal was the biggest purchase of foreign arms by the Russian government in the 
post-Soviet era as well as the first contract on such a scale with a NATO country. 

Source: The Moscow Times, 5 June 
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US Navy’s next Bid for Ship to Ship Combat 

In light of emerging anti-ship threats the Pentagon is exploring the first new anti-ship 
missile system since the demise of the Soviet Union. Under the auspices of the 
Defence Advanced Research Projects Agency (DARPA)—with funding assistance 
from the Office of Naval Research—DARPA’s Long Range Anti-Ship Missile 
(LRASM) program hopes to field a new anti-ship cruise missile for the Navy, a 
capability long neglected in the years since the Soviet Union’s collapse. “Current 
surface-launched, anti-ship missiles face challenge penetrating sophisticated enemy 
air-defence systems from long range. As a result, war fighters may require multiple 
missile launches and overhead targeting assets to engage specific enemy warships 
from beyond the reach of counter-fire systems,” DARPA said.  

“To overcome these challenges, the joint DARPA–Navy program is investing in 
advanced technologies to provide a leap ahead in US surface-warfare capability.” 
Those advanced technologies are emerging in the form of a new naval anti-ship 
cruise missile that is derived from Lockheed Martin’s stealthy AGM-158 JASSM-ER 
(Joint Air-to-Surface Standoff Missile-Extended Range) cruise missile, which is used 
by the US Air Force. This month Lockheed Martin successfully completed MK-41 
vertical launch system (VLS) “push-through” testing of a simulated LRASM. The 
company said four consecutive tests verified the simulated weapons could break 
through the MK-41 canister’s forward cover without causing damage to the 
composite structure, air-data probe, or coatings of the missile. Lockheed said the 
tests are part of a company-funded effort to show the weapons can be fired from a 
surface warship such as a Ticonderoga-class cruiser or Arleigh Burke-class 
destroyer. Lockheed says it will fly a boosted test vehicle version of the LRASM from 
a MK-41 VLS platform later this year. It will also perform two government-funded 
controlled test-vehicle flights in 2014. In years past the Navy fielded anti-ship 
variants of the RGM/UGM-109 Tomahawk cruise missile on its ships and 
submarines, but that version of the weapon is long gone. Meanwhile, the surface-
launched RGM-84 Harpoon missiles are still in service with the Navy, although the 
weapon is not mounted on the latest Flight IIA Burke-class destroyers. 

Those vessels have to rely on the Raytheon Standard Missile’s secondary anti-ship 
mode, which has limited range and limited damage potential. In any case, there are 
questions as to how effective the aging Harpoon or a new anti-ship Tomahawk 
variant would be against modern defences found aboard potential enemy warships—
particular given that the subsonic Harpoon missiles are greatly outranged by 
supersonic (and subsonic) Russian-developed (and potentially Chinese-developed) 
anti-ship cruise missiles such as the Raduga 3M-80E Moskit, also known as the SS-
N-22 Sunburn, mounted on the Sovremenny-class destroyer. It is because of 
growing recognition that the Navy may once again find its dominance at sea 
contested that the service is exploring new weapons such as the LRASM. The 
weapons would give the Navy’s surface warships a decent punch against other 
warships that currently is lacking. However, there is a solid argument to be made 
that the best way to kill an enemy surface combatant is to leash submarines and 
aircraft against those threats. Nonetheless, it can’t hurt to have a solid anti-ship 
capability on board the Navy’s surface fleet. 

Source: USNI News, 6 June 

http://news.usni.org/2013/06/06/u-s-navys-next-bid-for-ship-to-ship-combat
http://news.usni.org/2013/06/06/u-s-navys-next-bid-for-ship-to-ship-combat
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US Commander Issues Stern Warning on S. China Sea Disputes 

The top American military commander in the Pacific issued a stern warning to any 
country that might try to seize control of disputed areas in the South China Sea: "We 
will oppose the change of status quo by force by anyone," Admiral Samuel Locklear, 
commander of US Pacific Command, said during a visit to Malaysia. "We need to 
retain the status quo until we get to a code of conduct or a solution by party nations 
that is peacefully accepted." While Locklear did not mention China by name, China 
has been aggressively asserting its sovereignty over the disputed areas while some 
of its neighbours, including the Philippines, Vietnam, Malaysia and Brunei, are also 
defending their claims with diplomatic might. 

China's neighbours have been pushing for a code of conduct with China designed to 
ease tensions, but Beijing has not been clear about its desire for such a code. 
However, the top US diplomat for East Asia, Joe Yun, said in Washington that China 
and the members of the Association of Southeast Asian Nations have reached an 
understanding that formal negotiations for a code would start later this year. Locklear 
said a code of conduct would allow the military "to understand the boundaries of 
what they can do in the best interest for a peaceful solution," adding that he didn't 
think tensions in the area were likely to escalate because the countries involved 
"understand this could be a long process, they understand restraint." While China 
has sought to resolve disputes through bilateral negotiations, Locklear indicated a 
preference for multilateral talks. "It seems to me that when you have a collective 
perspective, it is more viable in the long run," Locklear said. "You can't get through a 
complex situation without give and take. So I think in the long run, there will be a 
compromise." 

Source: Global Security, 6 June 

Russia’s Only Aircraft Carrier Syria Bound 

Russia will deploy its only heavy aircraft carrier, 
the Admiral Kuznetsov, to the Mediterranean 
Sea by the end of 2013, a Russian military 
official announced. Discussing the planned 
deployment, Navy Commander Adm. Viktor 
Chirkov told Interfax, “The cruiser will complete 

its planned maintenance at the end of the year. It is expected to put out and perform 
a number of missions in an offshore oceanic zone as part of a group. Northern Fleet 
naval pilots will perform a number of missions on board this cruiser in the long-range 
mission.” The report goes on to say that the vessel carries Su-33 sea-based 
multirole fighters and Ka-27, Ka-28, Ka-29, Ka-32 helicopters. It is also equipped 
with Granit anti-ship missile systems, Kortik and Klinok anti-aircraft systems, and 
Udav anti-submarine systems. 

The carrier will join the group of warships deployed to the Mediterranean earlier this 
year as part of a new permanent task force Russia established in the region largely 
in response to the on-going hostilities in Syria, where Russia maintains a naval base. 

http://www.globalsecurity.org/military/library/news/2013/06/mil-130606-voa01.htm?_m=3n%2e002a%2e824%2ebu0ao017zf%2er2p
http://www.globalsecurity.org/military/library/news/2013/06/mil-130606-voa01.htm?_m=3n%2E002a%2E824%2Ebu0ao017zf%2Er2p
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Last month, when the warships arrived in the Mediterranean, Russian state media 
reported that the task force consisted of the “destroyer Admiral Panteleyev, two 
amphibious warfare ships Peresvet and Admiral Nevelskoi, as well as a tanker and a 
tugboat.” Admiral Chirkov was quoted at the time as saying that five to six warships 
would be sent to the region by the end of the year, and that nuclear-powered and 
diesel submarines might be deployed as part of the task force in the future. Moscow 
also intends to establish a headquarters for the fleet sometime this summer, with 
initial reports suggesting it will be based out of Novorossiysk, Russia or Sevastopol, 
Ukraine. 

Comments by other Russian naval officials indicated that last month was first time 
since the Soviet Navy’s 5th Mediterranean Squadron was disbanded in 1992 that 
Russian warships were patrolling waters in the region. The 5th Mediterranean 
Squadron was established shortly after the 1967 Israeli-Arab war, and usually 
consisted of 30-50 warships. Interestingly, the new Mediterranean task force more 
closely resembles the Soviet Union’s pre-5th Mediterranean Squadron naval 
presence in the region. Much like the current task force, before the 1967 War the 
Soviet Navy used warships drawn from their Black Sea and Northern Fleets to patrol 
the Mediterranean region, rather than having an established fleet and command 
structure. Even after the establishment of the 5th Squadron, the Soviet Navy’s 
effectiveness in the region was hampered by numerous logistical and basing 
challenges. 

Still, the current decision to send its sole aircraft carrier to the region indicates the 
high level of importance Russia is placing on the conflict in Syria, and the region 
more generally. Indeed, prior to this new deployment, the Admiral Kuznetsov was 
undergoing upgrades that were supposed to continue until 2017, according to Radio 
Free Europe/Radio Liberty. Furthermore, as Information Dissemination’s Raymond 
Pritchett (Galrahn) points out, even the US hasn’t used one of its ten aircraft carriers 
to respond to any Arab Spring-related developments, including the Libyan operation. 
Moscow’s decision to send a fleet to Mediterranean waters could be geared in part 
towards being able to quickly evacuate Russian nationals from Syria should the need 
arise. Given the supposed permanency of the task force, the type of vessels 
deployed, and the continued beefing up of its fleet despite Assad’s gains on the 
ground, Russia is no doubt also seeking to use the task force to deter the US from 
intervening militarily on the side of the rebels. 

Since the beginning of the conflict, Moscow has been on guard against a Western 
military intervention in Syria, including by vetoing (along with China) numerous UN 
Security Council sanctions bills on the grounds that NATO forces could use them to 
legitimise a military intervention. And while Russia does have legitimate interests in 
Syria, as well as in preventing the West from intervening against regimes in civil 
wars more generally, the amount of attention and resources Moscow is devoting to 
Syria are disproportionate to these limited interests. After all, even Russian strategic 
analysts concede that the Tartus naval base is largely symbolic. Instead, it 
increasingly seems like leaders in Moscow are simply using the Syrian conflict as a 
“coming out” party for the more assertive diplomacy they envision for a resurgent 
Russian state. In a recent interview with Foreign Policy (and soon Politico’s) Susan 
Glasser, for instance, Russian Foreign Minister Sergei Lavrov said: 
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“Russia feels more assertive — not aggressive, but assertive. And we have been 
getting out of the situation where we found ourselves in the early '90s when the 
Soviet Union disappeared and the Russian Federation became what it is — you 
know, with no borders, with no budget, no money, and with huge problems starting 
with lack of food and so on and so forth. It is a very different country now. And of 
course we can now pay more attention to looking after our legitimate interests in the 
areas where we were absent for quite some time after the demise of the Soviet 
Union.” But if the objective of wanting to be a serious power in global diplomacy is 
understandable, the means of achieving it are somewhat perplexing. To begin with, if 
Russia views the US as its primary adversary, it would ultimately benefit from the US 
becoming bogged down in another intractable sectarian conflict in the Middle East. 
The long-term benefit of this to Moscow would more than outweigh the short-term 
costs of the US once again publicly disregarding Russia’s interests by intervening. 

More to the point, Syria and the Levant are not going to occupy centre stage in 21st 
century geopolitics. Even the Middle East-obsessed United States concedes 
rhetorically that this distinction will go the Indo-Pacific region, which is of far greater 
concern to Russian national interests anyways, given its geographical proximity. Yet 
much of Russia’s initial Mediterranean deployment reportedly came from vessels 
normally assigned to its Pacific Fleet. As the maritime rules of the road are rapidly 
being redefined in the Pacific Ocean, it doesn’t make sense for Russia to divert part 
of its already limited fleet in that critical theatre to one of questionable strategic 
importance. Then again, it also doesn’t make sense for Russia to make itself China’s 
"favourite junior partner." In both cases it appears that Russian leaders like Putin and 
Lankrov’s resentment of the US and the West—however justifiable it at times might 
be— is clouding their larger strategic judgment. Put simply, emotions don’t make for 
good strategy, which is why Stalin was such a formidable foe. 

Source: The Diplomat, 7 June 

In Asia’s Waters, an Assertive China Means Long-Lasting Disputes 

These are tense times in Asia’s waters. In just the past month, 
Vietnam accused a Chinese vessel of ramming one of its 
fishing boats, damaging the hull. The Philippines protested that 
a Chinese warship and two surveillance vessels had intruded 
into its territory. Farther north, Chinese boats darted around 
Japanese-controlled islands for five straight days, staking claim 
to an area Japan considers its own. Over the last few years, 
China’s maritime conflict with its neighbours has taken the 
shape of such minor but contained skirmishes: standoffs 
between ships, boat collisions, arrests of fishermen, cat-and-
mouse games between aircraft over disputed territory. But the 
quickening pace of these encounters points to what experts 
see as China’s fundamental strategy — using the seas as the 
stage on which to prove itself as Asia’s dominant power. 

China has set off on a bold mission to control the waters 
around it, sparking regional tensions that could last decades, 
policymakers and security experts say. Amid recent signals that 

https://thediplomat.com/flashpoints-blog/2013/06/07/russias-only-aircraft-carrier-syria-bound/
https://thediplomat.com/flashpoints-blog/2013/06/07/russias-only-aircraft-carrier-syria-bound/
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Beijing’s new leadership views maritime power as a fundamental national goal and is 
willing to spar over a massive area of water that swings from Southeast Asia to 
Japan and reaches into the Pacific Ocean, those experts increasingly warn that 
China’s rise will be contentious, not peaceful. China’s maritime disputes with its 
neighbours had been expected to be discussed during meetings between President 
Obama and his Chinese counterpart, Xi Jinping, in California, part of a broader 
security conversation that will also include the expanded US military deployment to 
the region. 

While the latest incidents on the seas haven’t provoked violence, they have added to 
an already risky environment in which countries are modernising their militaries, 
have little appetite for backing down and are raising the odds of a bloody 
miscalculation that could draw in the United States, which has defence treaties with 
Japan and the Philippines. The disputes involve more than half a dozen countries, 
with those on China’s periphery seeing Beijing as the provocateur, recently pressing 
disputes that had long been dormant. 

China’s ‘strategic window’ 

A recent Pentagon report to Congress said that Chinese leaders view the first two 
decades of this century as a “strategic window of opportunity” in which to expand 
their nation’s power, measured not only by economic benchmarks but also by their 
ability to defend territorial claims and “win potential regional conflicts.” Even if China 
avoids conflicts, analysts say, it’s very preparation for them has pushed other 
militaries to respond, most recently with the Philippines purchasing new warships. 
Japan’s ruling party is even considering changes to its pacifist constitution. During 
her visit to the United States in May, South Korean President Park Geun-hye 
described the situation as a regional paradox — one in which Asian nations are 
closely linked economically but increasingly at odds. “How we manage this paradox 
— this will determine the shape of a new order in Asia,” she said. 

China’s expansive strategy comes as the United States pivots its military toward Asia 
in an effort to maintain a balance of power in a region long known for relative peace. 
A “big part” of that shift “has been to work to shape the region and to influence 
China’s behaviour and China’s emergence as a major actor in a positive way,” a 
senior Obama administration official said, speaking on the condition of anonymity to 
discuss the leaders’ summit in advance. Beijing is driven not only by the possibility of 
offshore energy development and fishing resources but also by the basic prestige of 
expansion — of wresting control of areas with deep histories of dispute. Part of 
China’s motivation is also nationalistic, particularly when it comes to a dispute over a 
group of rocks and islets controlled by rival Japan, a former invader and occupier. 

Just five years ago, it was almost unheard of for China to send patrol vessels to the 
islets. But in the five months after Japan last year purchased several of the islets 
from a private owner — previously, it had rented them — Chinese vessels entered 
Japanese territorial water 25 times, according to Japan’s Foreign Ministry. Japanese 
leaders say China’s ruling Communist Party uses disputes to bolster its legitimacy at 
a time of slowing economic growth and domestic frustration. But nationalist 
sentiment could also complicate a crisis, limiting the options for Chinese leaders if 
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they want to de-escalate. Chinese aggression could also backfire if other countries in 
the region cooperate with one another or modernise their own militaries in response. 

“To some degree, being aggressive on these issues might hurt the reputation of 
China,” said Zhou Weihong, a Japan specialist at the Beijing Foreign Studies 
University. “It’s normal that you will be misunderstood when you are growing 
stronger and when you [make] demands for your own interests whom you never did 
in the past. . . . Smaller countries that lose out in disputes will regard the stronger and 
bigger country as a bully.” 

The ‘nine-dash line’ 

China stakes out maritime territory with a mix of strategies, using legal claims, 
historical arguments and a built-up military force. China’s most notable territorial 
conflicts involve Japan, the Philippines and Vietnam, but its claims also overlap with 
the territory of Brunei, Taiwan and several other nations. The countries most at odds 
with China are left with an unappetising choice: They can either cede ground or lock 
horns with a country whose defence budget has grown 30-fold over the past 25 
years. 

China considers nearly the entire South China Sea its own, illustrating its claim with 
a legally dubious “nine-dash line” — quite literally, nine intermittent dashes that 
encircle the sea. Late last year, China also unveiled new baseline claims around the 
islets disputed with Japan in the East China Sea. Xi, China’s new leader has vowed 
to never bargain over key national interests, including territorial claims. Chinese 
leaders sometimes say that other nations are instigating the fight by increasing their 
own military spending, by beefing up their coast guards or by reasserting claims on 
disputed territory — as Japan did last September, when its central government 
purchased disputed islets. But others say that China uses those perceived affronts 
as an excuse to pounce. After such provocations, China tends to take “strong 
countermeasures to change the status quo in its favour,” the International Crisis 
Group wrote in a recent report. 

Those tactics can be seen most clearly in the waters surrounding the five islets and 
three rocks known to Japanese as the Senkaku Islands and to Chinese as the 
Diaoyu Islands. Just one day after Japan purchased several of the islets, China 
released a set of latitude and longitude coordinates marking what it says is its 
territory in the area. Those markings, under Chinese law, stated the islets belong to 
Beijing. “China’s intention to topple the status quo concerning Japan’s valid control 
by coercion is clear,” the Japanese Foreign Ministry said months later, as Chinese 
boats were sighted almost daily around the islets. 

Japanese officials say the purchase was in part driven by years of Chinese military 
build-up, with Chinese vessels advancing into Japanese territory every year since 
2008, sometimes to conduct war drills in the Pacific. In one 2008 case, four Chinese 
vessels circled around Japan, sliding through a northern island chain near Russia 
and returning through a southern island chain near Okinawa. In the East China Sea, 
a Chinese military vessel in January briefly locked its weapons-targeting radar on a 
Japanese warship, top Japanese officials said. Japanese Prime Minister Shinzo Abe 
called on China to “strictly” refrain from further “dangerous acts that would escalate 

http://www.crisisgroup.org/~/media/Files/asia/north-east-asia/245-dangerous-waters-china-japan-relations-on-the-rocks.pdf
http://www.crisisgroup.org/~/media/Files/asia/north-east-asia/245-dangerous-waters-china-japan-relations-on-the-rocks.pdf
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the situation.” The opposite has happened. In April, China’s Foreign Ministry defined 
the islands as a “core interest,” a loosely defined term that Beijing uses for its top 
national priorities, ones worth going to war over. “I think it’s inevitable that skirmishes 
and minor conflicts happen,” said Narushige Michishita, a security specialist at the 
Tokyo-based National Graduate Institute for Policy Studies. “The question then is 
how to not let it escalate, and that’s where dialogue, planning and top-level 
communication become very important.” 

Source: The Washington Post, 7 June 

EU Naval Warship Rescues 14 Indian Sailors after Hijack 

The European Union anti-piracy taskforce has rescued 14 Indian sailors who were 
about to be hijacked by Somali pirates. Operation Commander of the EU Naval 
Force Somalia (EUNAVFOR) Rear Admiral Bob Tarrant said the Indians were 
rescued by the EU warships after the pirates who took control of their cargo vessel 
abandoned the attack in the Gulf of Aden. "What is important is that 14 Indian sailors 
are now safe and able to return to their families, after what must have been a 
terrifying ordeal," Tarrant said in a statement issued in Nairobi. "This latest attack 
once again shows that the threat from piracy is real. We must all remain vigilant." 

These "mother vessels" are usually hijacked dhows or ocean going fishing vessels. 
In the past Somali pirates have also tried to use hijacked merchant vessels. The 
Indians were rescued after EU Naval Force warship HSwMS Carlskrona, together 
with NATO counter piracy Dutch warship HNLMS Van Speijk, closed in. "This type of 
cargo vessel, known as a dhow, has been used in the past by pirates as a 'mother 
ship,' to enable them to sail far out to sea to attack passing merchant ships," Terrant 
said. He said the master of the Indian dhow sent out an alert, saying that it was 
under attack from 12 armed pirates. He said the Royal Swedish Navy warship, 
HSwMS Carlskrona, which has been part of the EU's counter piracy mission, 
Operation Atlanta, later closed the scene after hearing the alert and as darkness fell, 
maintained a constant watch on the vessel. "As the Swedish helicopter from HSwMS 
Carlskrona overflew the scene, the pirates, now under increasing pressure from the 
military forces, forced the master to close the Somali coast so they could abandon 
the vessel in the dead of night," Terrant said. "Shortly afterwards, it was with a great 
sense of relief that the Indian master was able to report to the EU Naval Force that 
all the pirates had left his ship and that none of his crew were injured."  

Piracy off the coast of Somalia and in the Gulf of Aden reduced drastically in 2012 as 
only 75 incidents including 14 hijackings were attributed to Somali pirates who 
continue to threaten an extended geographical region, according to a global maritime 
watchdog. The International Chamber of Commerce (ICC) International Maritime 
Bureau (IMB) said in a global piracy report that only five attacks were reported in the 
last quarter of 2012, adding that the number of Somali hijackings was halved from 28 
in 2011 to 14 last year. The maritime watchdog said the drop is likely due to the 
increased active military action on suspected skiffs, military land based anti-piracy 
operations, preventive measures and increased use of armed guards on board ships 
as well as the monsoon season. 

Source: Xinhua, 7 June 

http://www.washingtonpost.com/world/in-asias-waters-an-assertive-china-means-long-lasting-disputes/2013/06/06/846f735e-90c5-11e2-bdea-e32ad90da239_story.html
http://news.xinhuanet.com/english/world/2013-06/07/c_132436572.htm
http://www.washingtonpost.com/world/in-asias-waters-an-assertive-china-means-long-lasting-disputes/2013/06/06/846f735e-90c5-11e2-bdea-e32ad90da239_story.html
http://news.xinhuanet.com/english/world/2013-06/07/c_132436572.htm
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Japan Navy Delegation Interacts With Indian Navy 

A seventeen member delegation from National Institute for Defence Studies Japan 
headed by Captain Osamu Kobayashi, Director of Education Department visited 
Mumbai form June 6 to 7. During the visit, Captain Osamu Kobayashi Called on 
Rear Admiral Deepak Bali, the Chief of Staff. In addition, the delegation interacted 
with naval hierarchy of Western Naval Command. The delegation also visited the 
Mazgaon Dockyard Limited. Defence Chief PRO Nandkumar Vispute said that both 
countries have come a long way in institutionalising the defence relationship 
between the two countries. He said the Navies over the years have built up high 
levels of interoperability through various types of interactions. Both Navies share 
converging views on the maritime areas of Anti-Piracy, Humanitarian Assistance, 
Disaster Relief and Information Sharing. "Japan has also been an important trade 
partner and a supportive friend of India in the world forums and the current visit by 
National Institute for Defence Studies; Japan would further strengthen the existing 
bond between the two Navies," he said. 

Source: The Times of India, 8 June 

Amphibious Planes from Japan Top Navy’s Shopping List 

India is planning to acquire at least 15 amphibious aircraft for the Indian Navy from 
Japan and is setting up a joint working group to decide the terms of the cooperation. 
These could possibly include joint production, operation and training on the US-2 
amphibious aircraft. The Indian Navy earlier issued a request for information (RFI) 
for the aircraft. Canada's Bombardier, Japan's ShinMaywa and Russia's Beriev had 
offered their aircraft to meet the requirements. Speaking to FE on conditions of 
anonymity, a senior officer said, "All the three aircraft failed in the field evaluation 
trials (FET), carried out on calm and rough seas. There is also a lack of experience 
of the Indian Navy in amphibian aircraft operations." The need for the amphibian 
aircraft was felt mostly for geo-strategic reasons. "The amphibious aircraft will be 
placed in the Andaman and Nicobar Islands in the Indian Ocean, which is the base 
of India's Tri-Command, meant to keep a vigil on China. The aircraft would 
spearhead any littoral warfare operations in the Indian Ocean," explained an officer. 

The sale, if it happens, will be the first of a finished product made by Japan's home-
grown defence industry since rules were imposed restricting the export of weapons 
systems and other equipment. It would also mark a strengthening of the alliance 
between India and Japan, which both see rising China as a threat to regional stability. 
"The aircraft will be used for maritime patrol, anti-surface warfare, electronic 
intelligence and search-and-rescue missions as they are not equipped to carry on 
any weapons load." During a recent visit by Prime Minister Manmohan Singh to 
Tokyo, the two sides firmed up plans for Delhi to purchase the US-2, a domestically-
developed aircraft used by Japan's armed forces. The aircraft has a range of 4,500 
kilometers and can be used for strategic interests in the Asia-Pacific. 

"If the US-2 is exported to India for civilian use, that would be the first case of exports 
of Japanese-developed weaponry used by the defence ministry for civilian use," 
according to Japanese officials. ShinMaywa opened a sales office in New Delhi last 
year and has been promoting the plane here; it also participated in the Aero-India 

http://articles.timesofindia.indiatimes.com/2013-06-08/mumbai/39833843_1_defence-chief-indian-navy-delegation
http://articles.timesofindia.indiatimes.com/2013-06-08/mumbai/39833843_1_defence-chief-indian-navy-delegation
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2012. In 2011, Tokyo eased the decades-old ban on arms exports, paving the way 
for Japanese firms to take part in multinational weapons projects. Reportedly, the 
talks on sales "are based on policy decisions made a few years ago that Japan has 
to support its defence industry by diverting military technology to civilian use for 
export". 

Source: The Indian Express, 8 June 

Obama Urges De-Escalation, Dialogue in China-Japan Maritime Row 

US President Barack Obama urged his Chinese counterpart, Xi Jinping, to "de-
escalate" a contentious territorial dispute with Japan and deal with the matter 
through diplomatic channels, Obama's national security adviser said. Obama told Xi 
"the parties should seek to de-escalate, not escalate, and the parties should seek to 
have conversations about this through diplomatic channels, and not through actions 
out on the East China Sea," Thomas Donilon told reporters after a two-day informal 
summit in California. A maritime territory dispute over islets in the East China Sea 
has escalated to the point where China and Japan scramble fighter jets and patrol 
ships shadow each other. The United States, a formal security ally of Japan, says it 
is neutral about sovereignty over the islets, but opposes use of force or unilateral 
efforts to change the status quo. 

Source: Reuters, 8 June 

Depleting Minesweeper Fleet Worries Indian Navy 

Indian Navy’s three-decade-old fleet of minesweepers is depleting at a fast rate and 
yet, an Rs 24,000-crore contract proposal to augment it with eight new Korean-made 
vessels is entangled in the Defence Ministry’s red tape for nearly three years now. 
The Mine Counter-Measure Vessels (MCMV)—capable of minesweeping and mine 
hunting are critical to naval operations. They help in carrying out sweeps at the entry 
and exit points of dockyards to sanitise these passageways of enemy mines ahead 
of Indian warships sailing out to the sea. India had, after a decade-long procurement 
process, zeroed in on the South Korean shipyard, Pusan-based Kangnam 
Corporation, as the lowest bidder in a tender for construction of MCMVs for the 
Indian Navy in 2010. It was said then that the Defence Ministry would complete its 
cost negotiations with Kangnam, which best Italian Inter marine to the contract, and 
issue the orders for building the vessels within two months. 

“Three years since, the contract negotiations have not happened and the contract 
proposal for the MCMV is now buried among files in the defence ministry,” lamented 
a senior Indian Navy officer, when The Sunday Standard asked him about the 
progress in the minesweepers procurement. The Navy had expected the Defence 
Ministry to conclude the contract as soon as Kangnam was identified as the foreign 
shipyard to provide the minesweepers in view of the urgency felt in adding these 
specialist vessels in to the fleet. With a variety of naval mines that are triggered by 
pressure, acoustic or electro-magnetic signals from a surface warship or a 
submarine available in the arms bazaar, these are some of the cheapest ways to 
sink an enemy warship. Laying of these mines are quite easily done and hence the 

http://www.indianexpress.com/news/amphibious-planes-from-japan-top-navy-s-shopping-list/1126485/0
http://www.reuters.com/article/2013/06/08/us-usa-china-maritime-idUSBRE9570G620130608
http://www.indianexpress.com/news/amphibious-planes-from-japan-top-navy-s-shopping-list/1126485/0
http://www.reuters.com/article/2013/06/08/us-usa-china-maritime-idUSBRE9570G620130608
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threat perception from these self-contained explosives to warships are quite high, 
Navy officers pointed out. 

“Hence the urgency in procuring these specialist vessels and inducting them as early 
as humanly possible,” they added. According to the tenders, the chosen shipyard 
was to build the first two MCMVs and the rest six were to be constructed at Goa 
Shipyard Limited under a licence, with technology transfer being part of the contract. 
This was to create capabilities at GSL to build minesweepers in the future, as a 
requirement for more of these vessels was envisioned. Navy officers noted that 
Kangnam’s selection itself was done after crossing hurdles, as its competitors had 
moved the Central Vigilance Commission (CVC) in 2010 against the Indian choice of 
the Korean firm as the lowest bidder. Detailed explanations to the CVC had settled 
the issue in favour of Kangnam by April 2011. Since then, no progress has been 
made in the procurement process, they added. 

Just over a decade ago, the Navy was operating 12 of Pondicherry/Karwar class of 
minesweepers, but had to decommission five of them after completion of their 
serviceable life. INS Pondicherry, the first of this class of minesweepers, was built by 
Russia and commissioned in 1978. It was decommissioned in 2007. Since then, four 
other minesweepers of this class too have been decommissioned at regular intervals. 
The last of the Karwar class of minesweepers was commissioned in 1988 and this 
class of warships has completed the serviceable life of 20 years and has entered the 
obsolescence phase. The Navy, at present, operates seven Pondicherry/Karwar 
class of minesweepers in its fleet, of which one is based in Mumbai and the rest six 
in Visakhapatnam. These seven vessels have gone through a midlife upgrade to 
extend their service life by another decade and for adding latest technologies to 
boost their capabilities. “Yet, these minesweepers’ hull is still old. How long can the 
Navy flog these old horses?" wondered another officer. The officers pointed out that 
even if the MCMV contract was awarded this year, the first two vessels would not be 
delivered before 2018 and GSL would take another two to four years before 
completing its part of the contract for rest of the fleet. 

Source: The New Indian Express, 9 June 

China Details Indian Ocean Strategy and Interests 

‘Blue book’ laments Beijing has trailed behind New Delhi and Washington in securing 
its interests. China has, for the first time, attempted to spell out its strategy — and 
plans — to secure its interests in the Indian Ocean in its first “blue book” on the 
region, released here. The blue book makes a case for China to deepen its 
economic engagements with the Indian Ocean Region’s (IOR) littoral states, but 
stresses that Beijing’s interests will be driven by commercial — rather than military 
— objectives. However, it warns that the Indian Ocean could end up “as an ocean of 
conflict and trouble” if countries like India, the US and China failed to engage with 
each other more constructively as their interests begin to overlap. 

In a frank assessment of China’s role in the IOR so far, the book laments that Beijing 
has trailed behind New Delhi and Washington in securing its interests. The 350-page 
book’s introduction says candidly that China “has no Indian Ocean strategy,” while 

http://newindianexpress.com/thesundaystandard/Depleting-minesweepers-fleet-worries-Indian-Navy/2013/06/09/article1626470.ece
http://newindianexpress.com/thesundaystandard/Depleting-minesweepers-fleet-worries-Indian-Navy/2013/06/09/article1626470.ece
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India has put forward its own “Look East” policy and the US has put in place its 
“pivot” or “rebalancing” in Asia. 

China’s impact 

The book calls for China to be more proactive in securing its economic interests in 
the region. “If [China] cannot have a positive impact on these regional powers and 
the Indian Ocean littoral states, the future situation will be even more severe, and will 
affect China’s development and peace negatively,” the book says. “China’s 
diplomatic strategy in the past has been based on the traditional concept of 
moderation, and striven to maintain the status quo,” it argues. “With changes in the 
relations among countries in the Indian Ocean Region and in the international 
situation, China’s diplomacy should also change. A clear development strategy in the 
Indian Ocean Region for China is not only a sign of China’s self-confidence, and also 
a clear demonstration of China’s strategic interests in the Indian Ocean Region.” 

Official Chinese think tanks release “blue books,” which are policy documents that 
put forward recommendations to the government, on a range of subjects every year. 
The authors of the book, published by the official Social Sciences Academic Press, 
say it does not represent the government’s official position. They describe it as an 
attempt by scholars here to bring more attention to a region which, they believe, has 
not received adequate focus from policymakers. 

“Frank dialogue” 

Ambassador Wu Jianmin, a consultant to the project who earlier served as China’s 
Permanent Representative to the United Nations, indicated that the book was part of 
a larger attempt to initiate a much-needed “frank dialogue.” “We are going through a 
very important phase in international relations, and the change that we are seeing is 
unprecedented,” he told The Hindu. “Change generates apprehension, suspicion, 
even fear. This is a reality that is facing us.” 

“To those who say that India ‘looking east’ and China ‘looking west’ will have to lead 
to rivalry, we have a different perspective,” he said. “We look at the convergence that 
there is [in this process]. If we only focus on differences, the end result is more 
suspicions, rivalry and competition. But in India too, you need peace and 
development. This is the same for China, and for the region.” 

“To my understanding,” he added, “the region is facing an unprecedented 
opportunity for development. My advice is if in India you have doubts about China, 
we must have a frank conversation, and talk to each other.” Ambassador Wu and 
Wang Rong, general secretary of the Yunnan University of Finance and Economics 
(YUFE) which backed the project, made the point at launch that China’s foreign 
policy has remained too focused on the West, and needed a shift in perspective. The 
book was launched only two days after China opened its first South Asia Exposition, 
a trade push led by Yunnan and backed by the central government. 

The book includes chapters on India’s “Look East” policy, the expansion of India’s 
interest eastward in an interlinked “Indo-Pacific.” and lessons for China on “the 
decline of US and UK hegemony” in the region. It predicts that “no single regional 
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power or world power, including the US, Russia, China, Australia, India, can control 
the Indian Ocean by itself in the future world,” leaving “a fragile balance of power” 
that will be reached after jostling among “big powers.” While arguing that the region’s 
security “does not face a serious threat yet,” it warns that “with the escalating 
defence efforts of world and regional powers, the future of the Indian Ocean region 
may turn from cooperation and peace into an ‘ocean of conflict and trouble’.” 

The book stresses that “the rise of China is not a threat” to the region, though it 
acknowledges that “Indian Ocean countries, including India, are worried about the 
rise of China.” It attributes this trend to “the ‘China threat theory’ proposed by 
Western countries and the illusory ‘string of pearls strategy’,” rather than seek to 
explain what many of China’s neighbours, from Japan to the Philippines and Vietnam, 
see as a new assertiveness from Beijing. 

Source: The Hindu, 9 June 

Tangled in Red Tape, India's Submarine Fleet Sinking 

The navy's desperate attempts to rescue its 
sinking underwater combat arm have been 
dealt a double whammy. First, the on-going 
project to construct six Scorpene 
submarines has been delayed by another 
14-18 months, with the first vessel now 
slated to roll out of Mazagon Dock Limited 
(MDL) by November 2016 at the earliest. 
More worryingly, the new project to 
construct six advanced stealth submarines, 

armed with both land-attack missile capabilities and air-independent propulsion for 
greater underwater endurance, is still stuck in political apathy and bureaucratic red-
tape. It has already been examined by three committees after being granted 
"acceptance of necessity" in November 2007. 

The finance ministry has now again returned the file for the over Rs 50,000-crore 
project, code-named Project-75India, to the defence ministry for clarifications. "The 
draft Cabinet Committee on Security (CCS) note for P-75I is simply being tossed 
around with no resolution in sight. The global tender or RFP (request for proposal) 
for it can be issued only after the CCS approves the file," said a source. Even if the 
P-75I tender is floated today, it will take at least three years to ink the contract with 
the selected foreign collaborator, and another seven to eight years after that for the 
first submarine to be built. With the over Rs 23,000 crore Scorpene (P-75) project 
already running four years behind the original 2012-17 induction schedule, alarms 
bells are now ringing. The navy is making do with just 14 aging conventional diesel-
electric submarines, 10 Russian Kilo-class and four German HDW ones, which are 
to be progressively retired in the coming years despite life-extension refits. China 
and Pakistan, meanwhile, are adding muscle to their underwater combat fleets. 

Way back in 1999, the CCS approved a 30-year submarine-building plan, which 
envisaged induction of 12 new submarines by 2012, followed by another dozen by 
2030. But the government's inability to plan and take decisions means the navy is yet 

http://m.thehindu.com/news/international/world/china-details-indian-ocean-strategy-and-interests/article4795550.ece/
http://m.thehindu.com/news/international/world/china-details-indian-ocean-strategy-and-interests/article4795550.ece/
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to get a single submarine 14 years later. P-75I is embroiled in a debate over the 
"selection of Indian shipyards" and the "indigenisation level to be achieved". While 
two submarines are to be imported, four will be constructed in India. The navy wants 
private shipyards to be involved in the project to save time since MDL is 
overburdened with orders. But the MoD's defence production department has 
insisted that three will be built at MDL in Mumbai and one at Hindustan Shipyard in 
Visakhapatnam. The Scorpene project, with contracts being inked with French firms 
in October 2005 has been grossly mismanaged, with huge time and cost overruns. 
The deal for the 'MDL procured material packages', including sensors, propulsion 
and the likes, with the French firms was signed only last December. The order for 
heavy-weight torpedoes to arm the submarines is also yet to be placed. Projections 
show only five to six of the present 14 Indian submarines will be fully operational by 
2020. Even with a few Scorpenes by then, India will remain far short of the minimum 
18 conventional submarines required to deter Pakistan and China. 

Source: The Times of India, 9 June 

Fishermen crisis: India Hopes SL will cooperate 

While claiming that Union government had initiated talks with the Sri Lankan High 
Commission to secure the release of 49 Indian fishermen, who were arrested by Sri 
Lanka, the Indian government expressed hope that the Sri Lankan government will 
cooperate. Minister of State in the Prime Minister Office V Narayanaswamy said, 
“Foreign Minister Salman Kurshid has also taken steps to secure their release and 
we hope the Sri Lankan Government will cooperate.” He said the Indian Navy and 
Coast Guard had stepped up patrolling near the International Maritime Boundary 
Line to prevent Indian fishermen being arrested by the Lankan Navy. He also 
suggested that fishermen of the two countries initiate talks to find a permanent 
solution to the problem. On Tamil Nadu Chief Minister Jayalalithaa's persistent 
demand for retrieving Katchatheevu from Sri Lanka, he said the Prime Minister will 
take suitable action on the demand.  

Source: Daily Mirror, 10 June 

Indian Navy's On-going Hunt for Heavy Torpedoes Leads to Delay in 
Modernisation Process 

A fresh hunt for heavy torpedoes for its new 
line of warships and a setback in the delivery 
of new destroyers has the Indian navy 
reeling under pressure of delay in major 
modernisation programmes. The process to 
acquire new torpedoes was set rolling 
recently after the first attempt to purchase 
the weapon got embroiled in controversies. 
With Finmeccanica's conduct in the VVIP 
helicopter deal for the Indian Air Force 

coming under scanner, questions have been raised on the company's participation in 
other contracts though no punitive action has been taken against it by the 
government so far. 

http://articles.timesofindia.indiatimes.com/2013-06-09/india/39849014_1_project-75india-submarines-russian-kilo-class
http://www.dailymirror.lk/news/30642-fishermen-crisis-india-hopes-sl-will-cooperate.html
http://articles.timesofindia.indiatimes.com/2013-06-09/india/39849014_1_project-75india-submarines-russian-kilo-class
http://www.dailymirror.lk/news/30642-fishermen-crisis-india-hopes-sl-will-cooperate.html
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Acquisition  

The acquisition of torpedoes was held back because the front runner, Black Shark 
torpedo, was being made by a Finmeccanica subsidiary called WASS. Even though 
the on-going $300 million project to procure 98 torpedoes has not been cancelled 
officially, the navy has issued Request for Information (RFI), re-launching the 
process to procure the weapons. An evaluation committee had given an "all clear", 
but despite that the project had not moved further. The German rival Atlas Elektronik 
had also raised questions about Black Shark's selection. Sources said a fresh 
process of induction was initiated so that the torpedoes could be made available for 
all the warships and submarines in the pipeline - including Project 75 (Scorpene), 
15A (Kolkata class destroyers), 15B (follow on of Kolkata class destroyers). 

At the moment, navy warships are equipped with Old Russian heavy torpedoes. The 
new torpedoes were also to be integrated with the French Scorpene submarines 
under construction. Even as the torpedo issue was being sorted out, the navy was hit 
by the delay in project 15A for the construction of three Kolkata class destroyers. 
The first ship of the class, being constructed at Muzgaon Dock Limited (MDL) in 
Mumbai, was scheduled to be delivered in July. But technical problems were 
detected during the sea trials of the destroyers - the largest warships to be 
constructed and designed at MDL. It is estimated that the project has been delayed 
by at least six months as the new destroyer would now be made available only by 
early 2014. Project 15A, under which three destroyers have to be built, is already 
running two years behind schedule. The revised deadline for the delivery of first ship 
was mid-2013. The project was going on track keeping up with the revised deadline 
but the snag was detected during the sea trials of the ship. 

Source: India Today, 10 June 

Aircraft Makers Capitalise on Maritime Tensions 

Simmering territorial tensions over Asian seas 
and the rise of piracy are fuelling demand for 
naval patrol planes, now one of the fastest 
growing segments in the aeronautic military 
plane sector. Packed with electronic equipment, 
these planes are capable of patrolling the seas, 
monitoring fishing zones as well as running 
recognisance in pirate-infested maritime 
corridors. “Maritime patrol is the buzzword right 
now in defence aviation circles,” IHS Jane 

consultant Gareth Jennings said.  “It is the capability most showcased at trade 
shows today.” “One of the main reasons behind this is the growing influence of China 
and the US shift in focus to the Asia-Pacific region.” Tensions have soared in recent 
years as Vietnam and the Philippines accuse China of increasingly assertive claims 
to territories in the South China Sea, through which around half of the world’s cargo 
passes. And China is increasingly deploying naval forces to protect its claims, 
including of the Paracel and Spratly Islands. The broader region is rife with maritime 
disputes, with the Philippines and Taiwan recently at loggerheads and China and 

http://indiatoday.intoday.in/story/indian-navy-hits-modernisation-crisis-no-weapons-tarpedoes/1/279309.html
http://indiatoday.intoday.in/story/indian-navy-hits-modernisation-crisis-no-weapons-tarpedoes/1/279309.html
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Japan embroiled in a bitter dispute over islands in potentially energy-rich waters of 
the East China Sea. 

Territorial disputes 

Jennings said that military patrol aircraft were “vital for nations looking to protect their 
economic interests in a region that is riddled with territorial disputes.” Boeing touts its 
P-8 Poseidon, developed on the basis of the 737 medium-haul aircraft, as the best 
option when it comes to maritime patrol. “If you claim territorial waters, you need to 
be able to survey them,” declared Egan Greenstein, director of business 
development for the Boeing P-8, during a recent tour of the assembly line in Seattle 
in the United States. The Poseidon arming capabilities are plentiful, allowing it to be 
equipped for anti-submarine operations, anti-espionage surveillance and it can also 
be used as a command platform. Boeing is producing one aircraft a month to be able 
to deliver on the 117 aircraft the US Air Force plans to order. Meanwhile in May, the 
American aircraft maker delivered the first of eight planes ordered by India, the group 
has also signed a partnership deal with Australia. Boeing hopes to book 60 more 
orders for export, the company’s “fair share” of a booming business, Greenstein said. 

Competitive market place 

“It’s a competitive market place but if you think you have neighbours with submarines, 
or if you need to be out there for 10 hours or you need to engage a target, the P8 is 
the solution,” the Boeing pitchman said. Demand is global. According to Yonhap 
news agency, South Korea last month approved a plan to buy 20 planes (took out 
unnamed maker, they still have to launch a tender) to improve its surveillance of 
North Korean submarines. Boeing’s rivals in the boom include fellow American 
company Lockheed Martin, which is overhauling its P-3 Orion developed in the 
1960s, and Sweden’s Saab. Alenia, a unit of Italy’s Finmeccanica, offers its own 
version of the ATR-72, which has already been snapped up by Turkey. Airbus 
Military, a unit of European giant EADS, equips its twin engine C-235 and C-295 for 
maritime surveillance. Domingo Urena-Raso, head of Airbus Military, pointed out that 
the planes are now patrolling the seas off the coast of Somalia to track pirates. The 
C-235 Ocean Sentry model is also used by the US Coast Guard that ordered 18 
aircraft paying $39 million apiece. “While [the P-8] is extremely capable, it is also 
arguably the most expensive of the offering to buy and operate, which may cause 
other potential customers to look for something less capable but also less pricey, 
such as the C295,” Jennings said. 

Source: Gulf News, 11 June 

Indian Warships Arrive in Phl for 5-Day Goodwill Visit 

Four Indian Navy ships arrived at the Philippine 
Navy's headquarters along Manila Bay for a five-
day goodwill visit. Navy spokesperson 
Lieutenant Commander Gregory Fabic said that 
the ships' crew will pay courtesy calls and 
engage in goodwill games with their Philippine 
counterparts, shipboard tours and passage 

http://gulfnews.com/business/aviation/aircraft-makers-capitalise-on-maritime-tensions-1.1195670
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exercises. The Indian ships that docked in Manila are Deepak-class fleet tanker INS 
Shakti (A57), Shivalik-class stealth multi-role frigate INS Satpura (F48), Rajput class 
destroyer INS Ranvijay (D55), and Kora class corvette INS Kirch (P62). The ships 
under the command of Rear Admiral P Ajit Kumar, the Flag Officer Commanding 
Eastern Fleet (Focep) will depart on June 16. The Philippines and India share a 
common rival claimant in China, whose troops breached Indian Territory resulting in 
a three-week standoff last April. 

Source: Phil Star, 11 June 

Air Sea Battle under Fire from Congressional Committee 

The House Armed Service Committee (HASC) in the US Congress is raising a 
number of concerns about the US military’s Air Sea Battle Office and its larger plans 
to counter Anti-Access/Area Denial (A2/AD) environments. In its initial version of the 
FY 2014 National Defence Authorisation Act, which was passed through committee 
with the relevant provisions seemingly intact, HASC advanced a number of concerns 
over the creation of the Air Sea Battle (ASB) Office outside the Joint Staff, while also 
indicating its desire to better incorporate the US Army and US Marine Corps (USMC) 
into the military’s solution for overcoming A2/AD threats. With regards to the ASB 
office, HASC wrote: “The committee is concerned whether the placement of the 
current ASB office outside of the Joint Staff is the most logical and effective location 
for integrating ASB concepts across the services.” 

It then directed Secretary of Defence Chuck Hagel to evaluate whether the office is 
“accomplishing its goals to enable and prepare the US military to effectively operate 
in an A2/AD environment, and whether the office provides a unique function and 
perspective or it duplicates other efforts carried out elsewhere in the Department of 
Defence.” HASC goes on to write that even if the Pentagon concludes that the ASB 
office is both effective and unique, the committee would like Secretary Hagel to 
“determine whether the ASB office should continue as is, be modified, or placed 
within the Joint Staff.” These concerns are not new. Since the ASB Office was first 
announced in August 2011, the Pentagon has faced charges that it is redundant with 
missions performed by other parts of the defence bureaucracy. It has often struggled 
to define how the ASB Office differs from other areas of the Pentagon, and to explain 
the value it adds to the services. A November 2011 background briefing to members 
of the press was emblematic of this. After fielding a number of questions from 
reporters trying to grasp the purpose of the new office, one reporter seemed to sum 
up the frustration in the room: 

“I’m trying to understand what you’re doing that other people are not doing in 
numerous locations.  So if the War College is thinking about this — all the different 
war colleges are thinking about this all the time.  I mean, industry has their own think 
tanks.  All the think tanks in town have done this.  This building is full of dozens of 
operations doing this.  So what are you — what is your core group of a dozen people 
[in the ASB Office] doing here that we need to pay attention to and convey that’s not 
being done elsewhere?” The Pentagon has struggled to give a satisfactory answer to 
these and similar questions. The answers Defence officials from the ASB Office gave 
to questions during the November 2011 backgrounder at times only called into 
further question the purpose of the ASB Office. At one point one Pentagon official 

http://www.philstar.com/headlines/2013/06/12/953193/indian-warships-arrive-phl-5-day-goodwill-visit
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working in the ASB Office stated, “We don’t have direct control of resources or 
directive authority, what we do is we help facilitate those things. If you will, we help 
put the spotlight on certain issues.” 

HASC’s concern over the ASB office, however, appears to stem at least in part from 
it being outside the Joint Staff. This is because the members of the committee are 
evidently concerned that the potential role of the Army and USMC in addressing 
A2/AD threats is not being given adequate attention. Thus, in the Chairman’s mark of 
the FY 2014 NDAA, HASC writes that compared to the Navy and Air Force, “the 
committee is concerned that less attention has been paid to the role of the Army and 
the Marine Corps in an A2/AD environment. The committee believes the Army and 
the Marine Corps, like each of the services, must be trained, manned, and equipped 
to respond to a full spectrum of challenges, consistent with the roles and missions of 
each service.” 

Apparently not trusting the Pentagon, the committee directs the Government 
Accountability Office (GAO) to undertake an independent review on the potential role 
the Army and the USMC could play in countering A2/AD situations. As the ASB 
concept has gained greater popularity in defence circles, the Army and USMC have 
not waited for Congress or the GAO to carve out a role for their services in 
countering A2/AD environments. In April of last year, for instance, the two services 
jointly released their own concept, the Army-Marine Concept for Gaining And 
Maintaining Operational Access (GAMOA), which outlined how they would contribute 
to overcoming A2/AD threats. GAMOA said the Army and USMC would help counter 
access threats before the conflict began by securing basing and over flight rights, 
and during a conflict by helping “to locate, target, and suppress or neutralise hostile 
anti-access and area-denial capabilities in complex terrain.” 

To deal with area denial problems, the two services said they could contribute to the 
joint effort “by entering hostile territory without benefit of domain dominance and by 
using littoral and ground manoeuvre to locate and defeat area-denial challenges.” 
Another element of the effort to incorporate the Army and USMC into overcoming 
A2/AD challenges is Army Chief of Staff Gen. Raymond Odierno’s proposed Joint 
Office of Strategic Land power, which would be modelled off of the ASB Office and 
jointly run by the Army, USMC, and US Special Operations Command (SOCOM). 
According to Inside Defence, SOCOM has embraced the idea but the USMC 
remains sceptical, highlighting larger tensions between the Army and USMC. 

Source: The Diplomat, 13 June 

18 Chinese Maritime Ships Operating Within Philippine Territory 

About 18 Chinese vessels are intruding into 
Philippine territory, raising the need to pour 
more resources to defence spending, a 
security official said. Vicente Agdamag, 
Deputy Director-General of the National 
Security Council Secretariat, said the 
deployment of the ships is in line with 
China’s aim to consolidate its control over 

http://thediplomat.com/flashpoints-blog/2013/06/13/air-sea-battle-under-fire-from-congressional-committee/
http://thediplomat.com/flashpoints-blog/2013/06/13/air-sea-battle-under-fire-from-congressional-committee/
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the West Philippine Sea. “Right now, there are 18 maritime surveillance ships 
operating in our area,” Agdamag said during the Air Force’s Air Power Symposium 
2013 in Pasay City. Agdamag did not say what types of ships were deployed and 
where they are located. He, however, enumerated incidents showcasing China’s 
aggressive behaviour in the West Philippine Sea. These include the imposition by 
China of an “exclusion zone” in Panatag (Scarborough) Shoal, which is well within 
the Philippines’ exclusive economic zone. 

The shoal, also known as Bajo de Masinloc, is 124 nautical miles from the nearest 
point in Zambales province. “Lately, we received reports that surveillance ships are 
imposing a 24-kilometer wide ban on the fishing area so in fact, they are imposing an 
exclusion zone already in Bajo de Masinloc,” Agdamag said. Chinese occupation of 
the Panatag Shoal began on April 10, 2012, when surveillance vessels from Beijing 
prevented the Philippine Navy from arresting Chinese fishermen who had poached 
endangered marine species. 

Other incidents enumerated by Agdamag were: 

 The challenging by a Chinese patrol ship of a vessel conducting a survey for Forum Energy 
about 85 nautical miles off Palawan in March 2011.  The grounding of a Chinese Navy frigate on Hasahasa Shoal, which is 60 nautical miles from 
Rizal, Palawan on July 11, 2012.  China’s establishment of Sansha City in Woody Island to exercise administrative control over 
areas in West Philippine Sea last year. The Woody Island is about 460 nautical miles from 
Zambales coast.  China’s announcement in November 2012 that Hainan police would board foreign vessels in 
disputed areas.  The harassment by Chinese ships of a vessel carrying Pag-asa Island Mayor Eugenio Bito-
onon in November 2012. The mayor and his companions experienced a similar harassment in 
May 2013.  The conduct of patrols and training missions of a squadron of three People’s Liberation Army 
(PLA) vessels last February.  The deployment of modern warships by the PLA last March to carry out training missions in 
the Bashi Channel.  The conduct of an eight-day military drill in Spratlys by Chinese forces also last March. One 
destroyer, two frigates, an amphibious ship, amphibious tanks and land-based fighters 
participated in the drill.  The presence of five China law enforcement agency vessels, four China marine surveillance 
vessels, one fisheries and law enforcement command ship in the southern part of Panatag 
Shoal last April. 

Bigger defence spending sought 

Agdamag cited the need to hike the budget for defence spending to enable the 
country to have a minimum deterrent capability, which he defined as a capability that 
imposes a risk that a hostile force would find unacceptable. He recommended 
increasing the investment for defence by 0.5% to 1% of the gross domestic product 
(GDP). The GDP is the sum of all products and services produced by an economy in 
a given period. It indicates the size of an economy. Agdamag said at present, 
defence spending is just equivalent to 1.1% of the P2.006 trillion national budget. 
“We are recommending an additional of 0.5 to one per cent not only to be at par with 
our neighbours and more importantly to develop a modicum of a credible defence 
capability to protect our maritime and strategic interest,” he said. 
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“We need to enhance to our security alliance with our allies and our neighbours 
especially the United States,” he added. China has been constructing structures in 
disputed areas to assert its territorial claims, triggering concerns among other 
claimants in the region. It has built a military garrison in the Mischief Reef or 
Panganiban Reef, one of the areas being claimed by the Philippines. Mischief Reef, 
which is about 70 nautical miles from Palawan, has been occupied by China since 
1995. China initially built structures on stilts at the reef, supposedly to provide shelter 
for fishermen but these were later on converted into a military garrison with powerful 
radars. China has also installed a powerful radar station in Subi Reef, an islet 12 
nautical miles southwest of Pag-Asa Island, which is part of Kalayaan Island. The 
Chinese began constructing the four-story structure, including a lighthouse about 
seven years ago. China has also sent ships in the Ayungin Shoal, another 
Philippine-owned area located 105.77 nautical miles from Palawan. 

Source: Phil Star, 13 June 

Djiboutian Navy Gets New Maritime Surveillance System 

The Djiboutian Navy has taken delivery of a new Regional Maritime Awareness 
Capability surveillance system from the United States Army's Combined Joint Task 
Force Horn of Africa (CJTF-HOA). Djiboutian Navy operations officer Lieutenant 
Omar Ali said the new maritime surveillance system will enable his force to monitor 
piracy, terrorism, smuggling and other maritime crimes in its territorial waters. The 
system, which has already been installed, includes six radar sites equipped with 
Automatic Identification System (AIS) receivers. "All ships are assigned a unique 
code identifier and AIS can track ships as they come into Djiboutian waters. With AIS, 
RMAC [Regional Maritime Awareness Capability] operators can learn all of the 
information they need to know about the ship to include what type of vessel it is, 
cargo it's carrying and the weight of the vessel.  "It is very important for us to monitor 
and see all ships that transit through this area. Our economy depends on the sea. 
We don't have industry or manufacturing, but we have the port. We need to keep this 
safe to keep our economy strong and (this system) improves the ability of the 
Djibouti navy to keep its waters safe and secure," said Lt Ali. The RMAC system 
includes remote security cameras, six sensor and communication towers with 
broadband microwave links to provide data connectivity throughout the entire country, 
a harbour security video surveillance system and renewable electrical power 
systems at six sites around the country. US Navy Air Systems Command project 
manager Thad Hand said the surveillance system will help Djibouti fight piracy in the 
Indian Ocean and the Bab el-Mandel Strait.  "In 2011, there were 439 pirate attacks 
and 45 merchant vessels hijacked worldwide, 237 of these attacks and 28 of these 
hijackings occurred in the Gulf of Aden, off the coast of Somalia, and in the wider 
Indian Ocean. Data from the system can be shared with auxiliary RMAC 
workstations located at sites at the Captain of the Port and at Combined Joint Task 
Force-Horn of Africa," he said. The setting up of a new maritime surveillance system 
in Djibouti comes as most African states intensify efforts at securing territorial waters 
in the face of increasing and expanding incidents of piracy, smuggling and resource 
theft. In West Africa, Nigeria and Ghana has improved their maritime surveillance 
capacities. 

Source: Defence Web, 13 June 
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Russia’s Upgraded Nuclear Cruiser to Re-join Navy in 2018 

The Admiral Nakhimov, a nuclear-powered missile cruiser currently being 
overhauled and modernised, will re-join the Russian Navy in 2018 with the most 
advanced weapons systems for its vessel type, the Sevmash shipyard said to RIA 
Novosti. The Kirov-class cruiser, known as the Kalinin until 1992, was commissioned 
in 1989 and mothballed in 1999. It has since been docked for upgrades at the 
Sevmash shipyard in the northern Russian city of Severodvinsk, on the White Sea. 
Sevmash deputy head Sergei Marichev said in a statement that the Admiral 
Nakhimov would become the most advanced heavy nuclear-powered missile cruiser 
in the Russian Navy. 

Source: Eurasia Review, 13 June 

Indian Navy Defuses World War II Explosives Found in Mumbai Harbour 

The Indian Navy has safely disposed of 90 unexploded ordnances, believed to be of 
World War II vintage, discovered during dredging operations in the Mumbai Harbour 
over the past few days, a defence official said. The recoveries were made during 
operations by two dredgers to widen and deepen the main shipping channel which 
can improve capability and facilitate movement of higher tonnage and deeper 
draught vessels for the Mumbai Harbour. The Mumbai Harbour’s 34-km-long 
navigation channel serves the Jawaharlal Nehru Port Trust (JNPT), the Bombay Port 
Trust and also the Indian Navy. The capital project, taken up since April this year, 
has been severely hampered by the recovery of the UXOs (unexploded ordnance) 
from the channel.  

As a result, nearly 80% of the channel deepening-widening work has been left 
pending. “The JNPT requested the Indian Navy for assistance in safe disposal of 
these UXOs, which we have done,” the defence official said. The disposal was done 
by an expert team comprising explosive ordnance disposal squad and the naval 
armament depot, he said. The dredging operations are being carried out by two 
Trailing Suction Hopper Dredgers, the TSHD Queen of Netherlands and TSHD HAM 
318. According to port officials, so far, recoveries include 83 bomb shells, several 
missiles, grenades and bullets. The officials explained that though recovery of stray 
UXOs is routine in and around Mumbai Harbour, this time the sheer quantity of the 
cache was baffling. Efforts are being made to ascertain whether the ordnance could 
have originated from the famous Bombay Explosion of 1944 when a huge freighter 
SS Fort Stikine had caught fire and exploded. 

Source: First Post, 14 June 

Chinese Ships Enter Waters Claimed By Japan 

Japanese maritime authorities say three Chinese government ships have sailed into 
waters around disputed islands controlled by Tokyo, for the first time since late May. 
The coast guard said three surveillance vessels were spotted inside the 22-kilometer 
zone off the unoccupied Senkaku islands, which China calls the Diaoyus, in the East 
China Sea. The coast guard said it was warning the ships to leave the area. Last 
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September, Tokyo nationalised the islands, which have been the focus of a decades-
long dispute. The resource-rich islands are also claimed by Taiwan. 

Source: Eurasia Review, 14 June 

PCG Seeks More Maritime Safety Measures 

The Philippine Coast Guard (PCG) has 
recommended the installation of additional 
maritime safety measures around the 
vicinity of the Tubbataha Reefs Natural 
Park to prevent vessels from running 
aground in the protected site. The PCG 
made the proposal in a report submitted to 
the Department of Transportation and 
Communication (DOTC) in connection with 
the grounding of the 68-meter US warship 
USS Guardian at the United Nations 

Education, Scientific and Cultural Organization (UNESCO) World Heritage Site last 
Jan. 17. The report would be turned over by the DOTC to Malacañang. A source 
said that one of the proposals was to install a Vessel Traffic Monitoring System 
(VTMS) in the area. The PCG would operate the VTMS so they would have direct 
communication and guide passing ships. “If there would be a vessel that would enter 
the exclusive zone, the PCG would call the vessel’s attention,” the source said. 
Another suggestion was to use primary light for the lighthouse, which can be seen 
even at a distance of 15 nautical miles. 

Source: Phil Star, 15 June 

 

New Maps Show How Shipping Noise Spans the Globe 

The ocean is naturally filled with the sounds of 
breaking waves, cracking ice, driving rain, and 
marine animal calls, but more and more, 
human activity is adding to the noise. Ships' 
propellers create low-frequency hums that can 
travel hundreds of kilometres or more in the 
deep ocean. Scientists have now modelled this 
shipping noise on a global scale. The world-
wide maps will be presented for the first time at 
the 21st International Congress on Acoustics 
(ICA 2013), held June 2-7 in Montreal. "The 
most important thing about these maps is that 

seeing the sound can get people thinking about its effects," says Michael Porter, 
President and C.E.O. of Heat, Light, and Sound Research, Inc., a company that has 
been working with the US Office of Naval Research and the National Oceanic and 
Atmospheric Administration to create models of the global ocean soundscape. 
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The maps show shipping noise spreading across the ocean in a diffuse haze. The 
highest levels of noise appear in the northern parts of the Atlantic and Pacific 
Oceans and along popular shipping passages like the Suez Canal. There are also 
interesting areas of relative quiet, for example across the middle of the Atlantic 
Ocean. Porter notes this might be caused by the Mid-Atlantic Ridge, an underwater 
mountain range at the boundary of the Eurasian and North American tectonic plates, 
which could be stopping the long-range transmission of sound. Many complicated 
components went into the creation of the soundscape maps, Porter says. Water 
temperature, pressure, and salinity all affect how quickly the sound travels through 
the ocean. Fine grained ocean floor sediment easily transmits sound waves while 
smooth volcanic rock can send them scattering back. 

Porter and his colleagues fed data about water depth and ocean floor characteristics, 
as well as the location and number of merchant ships, into a computer model that 
calculated the propagation path of the sound waves created by the ships. Porter 
compares the process of modelling sound propagation in the ocean to the challenge 
of modelling how light fills a room. "The way the seafloor can absorb or reflect sound 
is similar to the way a carpet might absorb or reflect light depending on whether it is 
dark or light," he says. Going forward, Porter and his colleagues plan to refine their 
model results with updated environmental and noise source data. Modelling ocean 
sounds on a global scale could be a key step toward understanding how human 
activities affect marine ecosystems, which in turn could help policy makers decide 
whether or how to regulate industrial activities in the ocean. Although much more 
research is needed, Porter says it is important that the conversation has been 
started. 

Source: Space Daily, 5 June 

Arctic Shipping Code Seen in Place by 2016 

 Arctic sea route traffic seen 
growing 30-fold in 8 years  Arctic navigation code seen 
operational in 2015 -IMO 

A code regulating shipping in the high 
Arctic, where maritime traffic is 
expected to increase as the ice cap 
recedes, is due to be implemented in 
2016, the UN shipping agency said. 

Shipping along the Arctic northern sea route is set to grow more than 30-fold over 
the next eight years and could account for a quarter of the cargo traffic between 
Europe and Asia by 2030. "We are preparing a mandatory code for polar navigation," 
Koji Sekimizu, secretary-general of the United Nations International Maritime 
Organisation (IMO), said. "It will be operational in 2015 (and) will probably be 
implemented in 2016."  

The code aims to ensure safe navigation in a fragile ecological environment, where 
infrastructure is few and help in case of an accident is far away. "A new code will 
govern all technical requirements covering design and operations," Sekimizu told 

http://www.spacedaily.com/reports/New_maps_show_how_shipping_noise_spans_the_globe_999.html
http://www.spacedaily.com/reports/New_maps_show_how_shipping_noise_spans_the_globe_999.html


Page 63 of 68 

reporters. "It will ensure the competence of seafarers ... We will ensure that unless 
we have trained competent seafarers on board to navigate, then that vessel cannot 
be allowed to navigate." With global warming thawing sea ice, the route, which runs 
along Russia's northern coast and links Europe with ports in East Asia, is opening for 
longer and longer each year. 

Source: The Maritime Executive, 5 June 

Fathom Undersea Riches Before They Are Stolen 

Even if much of the trade ties between the cities of the Indus Valley Civilisation and 
Mesopotamia were carried on by land, it is that sea routes were also used. One of 
the ports from which the ships or large boats had set sail must have been Dwarka, 
the mythical city associated with Lord Krishna, whose site was located off the 
Gujarat coast in the 1980s. The excavation of an ancient sunken ship, Princes Royal, 
in the Arabian Sea by a team of the Indian Navy and the Archaeological Survey has 
taken the quest for such maritime ventures a step further. 

It is a happy augury that the latest enterprise denotes a willingness to study and 
preserve the country’s underwater cultural heritage, a relatively new area of interest 
for scholars and explorers. The expedition to the Princes Royal provided only a 
tantalising glimpse into the mystery of the sunken ship. A second, deeper, dive later 
this year will lead to a closer study. Further expeditions like those being planned 
near Elephanta and Mahabalipuram can open up new chapters on India’s maritime 
record. 

Sunken vessels, like perhaps the most celebrated of all, the Titanic, are near-perfect 
time capsules containing a wealth of information about the society, technology and 
economy of the period they belong to. Experts estimate 210 shipwrecks around the 
7,600km Indian coastline, including the East India Company’s Byramgore that was 
lost without a trace off the Lakshadweep islands. So far, India’s maritime trade and 
commerce of earlier centuries were a mix of myth, conjecture and foreign accounts 
with little hard evidence. In the wake of the new discoveries, the government should 
catalogue the sunken treasures and encourage more undersea archaeological 
expeditions to study them before clandestine divers spirit away much of the precious 
artifacts just as art objects are stolen from ancient temples, forts and royal palaces. 

Source: The New Indian Express, 5 June 

World's Most Dangerous Seas Are Shipping Accident Hotspots 

The South China Sea, eastern Mediterranean Sea and Black Sea number among 
the world's most dangerous seas, according to a new study commissioned by the 
World Wildlife Fund (WWF). Though pirates, sharp-toothed predators or the mystery 
of the Bermuda Triangle may come to mind when one thinks of perilous waters, the 
WWF study focuses on shipping accidents and points out the seas that are the 
planet's worst hotspots. These oft-overlooked disasters pose a threat not only to the 
well-being of humans and a ship's cargo and equipment, but to the environment as 
well. “Since 1999 there have been 293 shipping accidents in the South China Sea 
and east Indies, home of the Coral Triangle and 76% of the world’s coral species,” 
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said Simon Walmsley of WWF International, according to a media release. “As 
recently as April this year we've seen a Chinese fishing boat run aground on a 
protected coral reef in the Philippines that had already been damaged by a US Navy 
ship in January.” 

Researchers say the old age and poor maintenance of some shipping vessels, as 
well as slipshod enforcement of safety regulations, are contributing factors to 
accidents. "Badly maintained and operated vessels have a higher probability of 
causing loss of human life, loss of vessels and of impacting the marine and coastal 
environment," the study, released on June 8 (World Oceans Day), reads. 
Researchers warn that with climate change and the increase of ocean traffic, 
shipping accidents may become more frequent in the future. To counter that, better 
governance and oversight at a state and international level, as well as an increased 
responsibility borne by those in the shipping industry, is required, the WWF says. 
Though, preventing shipping accidents is a crucial step, the protection and 
preservation of the world's marine environments must involve a multi-pronged 
approach that includes the tackling of climate change, the better regulation of the 
fishing industry and the reduction of water pollution, among other efforts, say 
conservation groups. 

Source: Huffington Post, 10 June 

Maritime Crisis Looms As Two Tankers Stranded Off Mumbai 

Two huge oil tankers stranded off the Mumbai coast could pose serious risks of 
marine accidents and ecological problems, a top maritime authority said. The oil 
tankers - MT Pratibha Tapi and MT Pratibha Indrayani - belong to Pratibha Shipping 
Co. Ltd, Mumbai, and are the subject of a legal dispute for quite some time, 
according to Directorate General of Shipping (DGS). Accordingly, they are lying at 
anchor off Mumbai since the past couple of months, but in view of the severe 
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monsoons on the Maharashtra coast, MT Pratibha Tapi is dragging anchor and could 
get stuck somewhere on the coast in the next few days. All concerned agencies - the 
DGS, Indian Coast Guard, Mumbai port authorities, Indian Navy, Maritime Board, the 
state government and Brihan Mumbai Municipal Corporation - are on a state of high 
alert to ward off any eventuality. 

The DGS said that though it had warned the PSCL well in advance to maintain the 
ships in a seaworthy condition or decommission them before the monsoon, it (the 
warning) went unheeded. Both vessels have around 200 tons of fuel oil on board, 
raising ecological concerns and the DGS had permitted the PSCL to reduce the crew 
aboard the ships a few months ago as the company was facing a financial crunch. A 
few days ago, the two ships were positioned around 15 nautical miles off Mumbai 
coast, but have now drifted to around six nautical miles with the possibility of hitting 
the coast in the next five-six days, officials said. A high-level meeting of top officials 
from various departments and the PSCL was held in Mantralaya two days ago to 
hammer out a solution to the impending maritime crisis. 

"The owner (PSCL) has been directed by DGS to remove the ships from the present 
position off Mumbai coast either by scrapping them or making them operational 
without further delay," the DGS said. The DGS also urged PSCL to hire salvage tugs 
to tow the ships to a safe place or port and issue necessary navigational warning to 
shipping in and around the busy Mumbai Harbour. The ministry of shipping has 
sanctioned two Emergency Towing Vessels (ETVs), one stationed at Mumbai and 
another at Chennai to safeguard the western and eastern coast against such 
maritime hazards. The move came after a ship, MV Wisdom, being towed from 
Colombo to Gujarat's Alang Port for being scrapped, snapped from its tug during 
heavy monsoons in June 2011 and drifted to Juhu Beach after initial fears that it 
could be pushed by the strong waves to the Rajiv Gandhi Bandra Worli Sea Link. 

Source: Business Standard, 15 June 

 

New Shipping Lanes to Protect Endangered Whales across California Coast 

The decision to change the course 
of cargo ships was taken to save 
endangered whales from shipping 
accidents. The large travelling 
vessels will be directed to new 
traffic lanes, using the San 
Francisco Bay, the Santa Barbara 
Channel and the ports of Los 
Angeles and Long Beach. The 
federal maritime officials discussed 
the issue with the shipping industry 
and environmentalists over a two-

year period in a bid to protect the whale population. According to the CBS Local 
News, only about 2,000 blue whales, 2,000 fin whales and about 2,500 humpback 
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whales remain in existence in the northeast Pacific. "Our goal is a balance between 
the safe passage of commercial vessels into our busy ports and protection of 
endangered whale populations in and adjacent to national marine sanctuaries," 
William Douros of the National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration said in a 
statement, according to CBS News. 

The blue whales are the world's largest animals growing up to 90 feet long, but they 
are no match to the gigantic cargo ships, which are about four football fields long. 
This effort to decrease the fatal whale strikes may be a good choice, but according to 
John Calambokidis, an Olympia Wash.-based scientist who has studied ship strikes 
off the West Coast for decades and who participated in the effort, it may not be a 
concrete solution to the problem. "This will be a significant improvement but it will 
only result in a modest reduction in ship strikes and there are a number of additional 
steps we need to take to make more progress on this," he adds, reports CBS. The 
Pacific Merchant Shipping Association has extended its support to this effort to 
balance human and marine life. "We are in full agreement with the shipping changes 
as they will help assure the protection of both human and marine life and the 
continued safe and efficient flow of commerce in and out of California ports," TL 
Garrett, the association's vice president, said. 

Source: HNGN, 1 June 

India to Acquire Icebreaker worth Rs. 800Cr for Polar Exploration 

India is in the process of acquiring an icebreaker for 
a whopping Rs.800 crore ($144 million) for 
conducting scientific and business exploration in the 
Polar Regions. The Ministry of Earth Sciences has 
submitted a proposal to the government and is 
likely to get a go ahead by the end of 2013, 
Shailesh Nayak, secretary in the ministry, said. The 
hi-tech ship that can cut through 1.5-2 metre thick 
ice is equipped with several laboratories for carrying 
out experiments in the Arctic and in Antarctica. It 
will be custom built for India. "We are in the process 
of acquiring an icebreaker ship for carrying out 
exploration in the polar region. We have the design 
ready about what kind of ship we need and what 
facility and labs we need," Nayak said. 

"The ship would cost somewhere around Rs. 800-
900 crore. We have to go through a long process of approvals and hopefully we will 
get the final approval by this year. Our estimate as of now is that we should be able 
to get it by the end of 2016," he said. While India is in the process of acquiring, China 
has commissioned a new polar ice-breaker, its second after the Xuelong, or snow 
dragon. Besides scientific interests, both India and China have business interests 
related to mineral resources, fisheries and shorter sea routes in the Arctic. India has 
one research station in the Arctic, Himadri, and three in Antarctica. Explaining India's 
interest behind buying the ship, Nayak said: "This signifies that we are serious about 
studying changes in climate change happening in the Polar Regions. Right now for 
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experiments, we hire or charter the ships from private parties in Russia and Norway 
for short durations."  

"Scientists have to collect a lot of data to study the changes happening in the region. 
With this ship you can take long cruises as it has a capability of 45 days' endurance 
and cut through not very thick but 1.5-2 metre ice. If you have thin layer of ice you 
can cut it and go there and take measurements," he said. Indian scientists can then 
carry experiments like studying change in the ocean temperature and how the 
temperature and salinity vary in different areas. "Based on that you can find the 
structure of currents in the ocean and how it has changed during the course of time," 
he said. The ship can be used in North Pole and South Pole as both have opposite 
summer season, he said. "Basically the idea is that we should be able to use the 
ship round the year and if you can't use it round the year, then investment is not 
justified. So we can use the ship for six months in Antarctica and for the same period 
in the Arctic," he said. 

Source: The Times of India, 2 June 

Warm Ocean, Not Icebergs, Causing Most of Antarctic Ice Shelves’ Mass Loss  

Ocean waters melting the undersides of 
Antarctic ice shelves are responsible for 
most of the continent’s ice shelf mass loss, 
a new study by NASA and university 
researchers has found. Scientists have 
studied the rates of basal melt, or the 
melting of the ice shelves from underneath, 
of individual ice shelves, the floating 
extensions of glaciers that empty into the 
sea. But this is the first comprehensive 
survey of all Antarctic ice shelves. The 
study found basal melt accounted for 55% 
of all Antarctic ice shelf mass loss from 

2003 to 2008, an amount much higher than previously thought. Antarctica holds 
about 60% of the planet’s fresh water locked into its massive ice sheet. Ice shelves 
buttress the glaciers behind them, modulating the speed at which these rivers of ice 
flow into the ocean. Determining how ice shelves melt will help scientists improve 
projections of how the Antarctic ice sheet will respond to a warming ocean and 
contribute to sea level rise. It also will improve global models of ocean circulation by 
providing a better estimate of the amount of fresh water ice shelf melting increases 
to Antarctic coastal waters. 

The study uses reconstructions of ice accumulation, satellite and aircraft readings of 
ice thickness, and changes in elevation and ice velocity to determine how fast ice 
shelves melt and compare the mass lost with the amount released by the calving, or 
splitting, of icebergs. “The traditional view on Antarctic mass loss is it is almost 
entirely controlled by iceberg calving,” said Eric Rignot of NASA’s Jet Propulsion 
Laboratory in Pasadena, Calif., and the University of California, Irvine. Rignot is lead 
author of the study to be published in the June 14 issue of the journal Science. “Our 
study shows melting from below by the ocean waters is larger, and this should 
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change our perspective on the evolution of the ice sheet in a warming climate.” Ice 
shelves grow through a combination of land ice flowing to the sea and snow 
accumulating on their surface. To determine how much ice and snowfall enters a 
specific ice shelf and how much makes it to an iceberg, where it may split off, the 
research team used a regional climate model for snow accumulation and combined 
the results with ice velocity data from satellites, ice shelf thickness measurements 
from NASA’s Operation Ice Bridge — an continuing aerial survey of Earth’s poles — 
and a new map of Antarctica’s bedrock. 

Using this information, Rignot and colleagues were able to deduce whether the ice 
shelf was losing mass through basal melting or gaining it through the basal freezing 
of seawater. In some places, basal melt exceeds iceberg calving. In other places, the 
opposite is true. But in total, Antarctic ice shelves lost 2,921 trillion pounds (1,325 
trillion kilograms) of ice per year in 2003-2008 through basal melt, while iceberg 
formation accounted for 2,400 trillion pounds (1,089 trillion kilograms) of mass loss 
each year. Basal melt can have a greater impact on ocean circulation than glacier 
calving. Icebergs slowly release melt water as they drift away from the continent. But 
strong melting near deep grounding lines, where glaciers lose their grip on the 
seafloor and start floating as ice shelves, discharges large quantities of fresher, 
lighter water near the Antarctic coast line. This lower-density water does not mix and 
sink as readily as colder, saltier water, and may be changing the rate of bottom water 
renewal. 

“Changes in basal melting are helping to change the properties of Antarctic bottom 
water, which is one component of the ocean’s overturning circulation,” said author 
Stan Jacobs, an oceanographer at Columbia University’s Lamont-Doherty Earth 
Observatory in Palisades, N.Y. “In some areas it also impacts ecosystems by driving 
coastal upwelling, which brings up micronutrients like iron that fuel persistent 
plankton blooms in the summer.” The study found basal melting is distributed 
unevenly around the continent. The three giant ice shelves of Ross, Filchner and 
Ronne, which make up two-thirds of the total Antarctic ice shelf area, accounted for 
only 15% of basal melting. Meanwhile, fewer than a dozen small ice shelves floating 
on “warm” waters (seawater only a few degrees above the freezing point) produced 
half of the total melt water during the same period. The scientists detected a similar 
high rate of basal melting under six small ice shelves along East Antarctica, a region 
not as well-known because of a scarcity of measurements. 

The researchers also compared the rates at which the ice shelves are shedding ice 
to the speed at which the continent itself is losing mass and found that, on average, 
ice shelves lost mass twice as fast as the Antarctic ice sheet did during the study 
period. “Ice shelf melt doesn’t necessarily mean an ice shelf is decaying; it can be 
compensated by the ice flow from the continent,” Rignot said. “But in a number of 
places around Antarctica, ice shelves are melting too fast, and a consequence of 
that are glaciers and the entire continent are changing as well.” 

Source: Eurasia Review, 13 June 
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