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Japan Should Strengthen Naval Cooperation with India 

-- Hideaki Kaneda 

India and the Indian Navy 

India has the world's second largest population of more than 1.2 billion, comprising 
multiple ethnic groups, religions, languages and cultures, and is the world's largest 
democratic country with an administration elected through free and fair elections 
under a multi-party system. It shares a great deal with major developed countries 
such as Japan in terms of fundamental values and systems, including liberalism, 
democracy and a market economy, and it has significant influence in the South 
Asian region. India enjoys a geographic position that is significant for maritime traffic, 
connecting the Asia-Pacific region with the Middle East and Europe, and it is 
expected to play an important role in maritime security.  

Given the uncertain regional security environment, India has pursued military 
modernization. China and Pakistan present direct security concerns for India. 
Specifically, the continuing enhancement of China's military capabilities remains the 
primary influence on India's military build-up. China's newly-commissioned first 
aircraft carrier Liaoning and other broader modernization programs spur on Indian 
naval development. The potential for friction between India and China is shown by 
recent developments concerning maritime resources in the South China Sea. 
Moreover, India is significantly concerned by Chinese naval activities in the Indian 
Ocean. 

The Indian Navy is the largest and strongest in terms of quality and quantity in the 
Indian Ocean region with two fleets of about 160 warships, including one aircraft 
carrier, 20 destroyers and frigates, one attack nuclear submarine and 14 
conventional submarines totalling approximately 420,000 tons, as well as about 80 
tactical naval aircraft and helicopters, all operated by well-trained personnel with 
good seamanship and high morale. It is expanding procurement of equipment from 
foreign countries as well as undertaking joint development with them to modernize its 
weaponry, and has emerged as the world's largest arms importer. India plans to add 
one aircraft carrier (INS Vikramaditya: ex-Russian Admiral Gorshkov), while it also 
plans to deploy one domestic aircraft carrier in 2014. In July 2009, India's first 
domestic nuclear submarine (Arihant) was launched. The Indian navy has introduced 
USN P-8 ASW patrol aircraft and wishes to introduce some JMSDF US-2 rescue 
flying boats. 

Importance of the SLOCs 

Needless to say, "the security of SLOCs (Sea Lines of Communications)" is 
important to the security and economy of the Indo-Pacific region. The regional 
economy has developed with, and is largely dependent on, maritime transportation 
using secured vital SLOCs. In particular, shipments of oil resources indispensable for 
the existence and prosperity of regional countries are largely dependent on the 



Page 4 of 53 

security of the wide-area SLOCs connecting the Indian Ocean, the Malacca-
Singapore Strait, the South China Sea and the East China Sea. Hence these SLOCs 
are literally the lifelines of the region.  

The Malacca-Singapore Strait is in fact the "lifeline of Indo-Pacific countries", making 
it in a way the "Achilles' tendon" of the world economy. Annually about 50,000 ships, 
more than a quarter of the world's maritime cargo shipping, and about one-half of the 
entire trade volume of the countries of Northeast Asia pass through this Strait. 
Looking just at tanker shipments, about 50% of the world's tankers and about 85% of 
the oil tankers that sail from the Middle East to Northeast Asia pass through the 
Indian Ocean, the Malacca-Singapore Strait, the South China Sea and the East 
China Sea. To ensure the security of the SLOCs through the Indo-Pacific region is, 
in itself, certainly important but SLOCs do not end in one single region. Inter-regional 
trade among the Asia-Pacific region, the Indian Ocean region, and the Oceania 
region has continued to grow in recent years.  

If there is any potential threat in these regions, it may be the possibility of an 
aggressive maritime advance by China both inside and outside of its 1st island chain, 
including the South China Sea, the East China Sea and Indian Ocean, as its naval 
capabilities continue to mount. Thus China's activities will require continued attention. 
In this regard, close maritime security cooperation to secure vital SLOCs among key 
maritime powers in the region such as Japan, India, Australia, certain ASEAN 
members and the United States will require a maritime security coalition for ensuring 
the security of the SLOCs through the Indo-Pacific region. 

Japan-India Maritime Security Cooperation  

Japan and India have a very long history of intimate exchange that has been 
bolstered since 2000. For Japan-India security relations, the summit meeting 
between Japan's Prime Minister Abe and India's Prime Minister Singh in August 
2007 was an epoch-making event. They released a joint communiqué and agreed on 
the recognition that "a strong India is to Japan's benefit, and a strong Japan is to 
India's benefit." Mr. Abe stated that Japan and India should address, in cooperation 
with other countries, measures to ensure the security of SLOCs as two major 
maritime powers and democratic countries that share basic values and interests. In 
his speech on "the exchange between two oceans" delivered at the Indian 
parliament, he reflected upon the long history of ties between Japan and India, and 
opined that the newly emerging "expanded Asia" integrating East Asia and South 
Asia through exchange between the "two great oceans" (the Pacific Ocean and the 
Indian Ocean) could grow into an open and transparent network that covers the 
entire Indo-Pacific region. 

Since then, relations between Japan and India have gone forward through annual 
summit talks, and the first Administrative Vice-Ministerial "2+2" Dialogue was held in 
July 2010 based on the Action Plan, as was the second Subcabinet Defence Policy 
Dialogue. In June 2012, the first joint naval exercise was carried out between the 
Indian navy and the JMSDF in Sagami Bay in accordance with the Joint Statement 
by Prime Ministers Singh and Noda in December 2011. The 2011 Joint Statement 
also stressed the need to undertake Japan-India-US trilateral security coordination to 
deepen the Trilateral Strategic Global Partnership among the three countries. As we 
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have seen, trilateral cooperation among Japan, India and the US has been gradually 
and steadily developing. I sincerely expect the new Abe administration to strengthen 
maritime security cooperation with India as well as with the US. 

(Hideaki Kaneda is a retired Japan Maritime Self-Defence Force Vice Admiral. 
He is currently a director of the Okazaki Institute and an adjunct fellow at JIIA.) 

Source: AJISS, 17 January 

Maritime Security: Calming the Eastern Seas 

-- Richard C. Bush III, Bruce Jones and Jonathan D. Pollack 

The United States has long sought to foster an environment in East Asia that is 
conducive to peace, stability and prosperity. Yet an intensifying contest for resources 
is destabilizing the maritime domain in the East China Sea and South China Sea. 
Richard Bush, Bruce Jones, and Jonathan Pollack wrote this memorandum to 
President Obama as part of Big Bets and Black Swans: A Presidential Briefing Book. 

• What should the U.S. do to encourage China, Japan, and others to avoid 
conflict? 

• How can agreements between the United States and the Soviet Union during 
the Cold War serve as a guide for regulating interaction at sea? 

• How can cooperation in the Arctic serve as a model for multilateral 
cooperation in East Asia? 

Download Memorandum (pdf) | Download the Presidential Briefing Book (pdf) 

TO: President Obama 

FROM: Richard Bush, Bruce Jones, and Jonathan Pollack 

Maritime East Asia is becoming increasingly dangerous. The past 12 months have 
seen a series of crises and spats in the East China Sea and South China Sea that 
threaten to spiral out of control. The twin sources of danger are 1) how regional 
actors conduct maritime operations to assert and/or defend claims to territory and 
natural resources’ rights; and 2) their weak capacity to conduct crisis management 
under domestic nationalistic pressures. The United States risks becoming entangled 
in conflicts among countries that are its friends and partners. 

Recommendation 

You have the opportunity to mitigate the danger of future physical clashes by 
mounting a concerted diplomatic effort to encourage the countries concerned jointly 
to adopt conflict-avoidance mechanisms in the near term and to promote more 
institutionalized risk-reduction measures in the medium term. This will both serve 
U.S. interests in avoiding unnecessary entrapment and foster an environment 
conducive to cooperative exploitation of resources. 

http://www2.jiia.or.jp/en_commentary/201301/17-1.html
http://www.brookings.edu/research/interactives/2013/big-bets-black-swans
http://www.brookings.edu/~/media/Research/Files/Papers/2013/1/big%20bets%20black%20swans/maritime%20security%20calming%20the%20eastern%20seas.pdf
http://www.brookings.edu/~/media/Research/Files/Papers/2013/1/big%20bets%20black%20swans/big%20bets%20and%20black%20swans%20a%20presidential%20briefing%20book.pdf
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This could be pursued both at the regional and international levels. During the Cold 
War, the United States concluded risk-reduction agreements with the Soviet Union to 
regulate the interactions of its naval ships and air force planes. There has been 
recent work by the United Arab Emirates, Australia and India to foster better 
exchange of lessons, build private and public sector capacity, and share information 
about crisis-mitigation tools at the international level; diplomatic efforts to build on 
this could provide useful context to regional efforts and minimize a sense that China 
is being singled out. 

Background 

The United States has long sought to foster an environment in East Asia conducive 
to peace, stability and prosperity. Yet an intensifying contest for hydrocarbon, 
mineral and fishery resources among regional actors is destabilizing the maritime 
domain. For resource reasons, China, Taiwan and Japan each claim the 
Diaoyu/Senkaku Islands northeast of Taiwan while China, Taiwan and several 
Southeast Asian countries claim various land forms in the South China Sea. 
Conflicts have become more intense in recent years because China is acquiring the 
seaborne capabilities to assert its own claims and challenge those of others. 
Growing nationalist sentiment in all countries pressures leaders to take strong stands 
and eschew compromise. Physical clashes have occurred, which have illustrated the 
weak crisis management capacity of the countries concerned. In this environment, 
the prospect for mutually-beneficial cooperation in the exploitation of resources is 
low (international energy companies, for example, are reluctant to undertake major 
projects in contested areas). 

The United States takes no position on which country owns which land form. But 
Washington has strongly advocated the freedom of navigation for all countries, the 
peaceful settlement of disputes, and using international law in addressing questions 
of sovereignty and resource exploitation. China’s recent and more assertive behavior 
in defining and advancing its claims — still non-violent but decidedly coercive — has 
been contrary to those U.S. interests. 

In addition, treaty obligations threaten to entangle the United States in specific ways. 
The U.S.-Japan mutual security treaty applies to all territories under Japan’s 
administrative control, which includes the Senkaku Islands. According to the long-
standing American position, the U.S. mutual defence treaty with the Philippines does 
not apply to land forms in the South China Sea, but it does apply to “Philippine 
vessels.” At a minimum, these legal commitments create the potential for a “tail wags 
the dog” situation. In a crisis, they entail the fundamental credibility of the United 
States to stand by allies. 

The proximate source of the current danger is the physical clashes and standoffs 
between vessels of the claimant countries, which are growing more common. 
Although none has crossed the threshold of loss of life, that may be only a matter of 
time. Clashes at any level are not in the U.S. interest, because they force the United 
States to choose among countries with which it seeks good relations. Trying to 
mediate the underlying territorial disputes would be a fool’s errand, and your 
administration should not try. Nor should you try to facilitate resource-sharing 
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agreements among the claimant countries as long as the current fevered 
environment continues. 

But the United States has both the need and the opportunity to facilitate a reduction 
in the probability of physical clashes and the attendant tensions — to the benefit of 
all. Your administration should continue to counsel restraint among the contenders 
(China has deservedly become the main target of such demarches). In the near term, 
it should mount a diplomatic effort to encourage the countries concerned to adopt 
conflict-avoidance mechanisms jointly. In the medium term, it should promote more 
institutionalized risk reduction measures to regulate the operations of their maritime 
agencies. 

The United States created such mechanisms with the Soviet Union during the Cold 
War to regulate interaction at sea and in the skies over Berlin. Current and retired 
U.S. naval and air force officers is a repository of experience on how to conduct 
conflict-avoidance and risk-reduction measures. The United States should also 
explore ways to root these efforts in a global framework, drawing on lessons from the 
management of the Arctic, which has been something of a good news story for 
international cooperation in recent years. 

 At this juncture, Japan is quietly willing to develop a conflict-avoidance/ risk-
reduction regime for the East China Sea. The ASEAN states are committed to 
concluding a binding code of conduct with China for the South China Sea for that 
same purpose. But China has been reluctant and has erected obstacles to a 
cooperative and stabilizing solution. Beijing has insisted that it will not talk to Japan 
until Tokyo is prepared to acknowledge that a territorial dispute over the Senkakus 
exists (Japan is reluctant to do so because it fears that such acknowledgment will be 
followed by a Chinese demand for negotiations). Concerning the South China Sea, 
China has used its close ties with Cambodia to delay and deflect any action on a 
binding code. 

Your administration can play a behind-the-scenes role in breaking these logjams. 
You should start with engaging Beijing’s new leader and stressing to them that China 
should have little interest in suffering the reputational effects of its coercive 
behaviour or the problems that come with a true crisis. Instead, it is in China’s 
interests to step back from these conflicts and focus on what is really important. A 
conflict-avoidance/risk-reduction regime is a low-cost, face-saving way to do that. 
Second, as an inducement to China and in return for strongly supporting Japan on 
such a regime, you should urge Tokyo to bifurcate its position on the Senkakus: 
retain its de jure position that the islands are Japan’s (so no dispute exists), but 
acknowledge that de facto other states have their own positions which they are free 
to present in the course of negotiations on other issues.  

Concerning a South China Sea code of conduct, you should first firm up support 
among claimant and other like-minded countries for a code of conduct that is strong 
enough actually to avoid conflict and reduce risk. Next, with their concurrence, you 
should suggest to China that if it continues to block a code by splitting ASEAN, the 
claimant countries and others that support a strong code will, with the support of the 
United States and others, have no choice but to negotiate with China as a “coalition 
of the willing.” 
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Conclusion 

The United States has absolutely no interest in going to war to protect the honour of 
friends and allies over small rocks and islands. Should it become necessary to 
contend with China to protect U.S. interests in East Asia and to buoy the confidence 
of American friends, it should be over a more consequential issue. With a modest yet 
concrete effort, you have the opportunity to reduce the salience and danger of an 
issue that will only inflict more headaches. Stabilizing the situation in East Asian 
waters will mitigate the danger of future clashes and also foster an environment in 
which cooperative exploitation of resources is more likely. 

Source: Brookings, 17 January 

Japan’s Navy: Sailing Towards the Future 

-- James Hardy 

While Japan's dispute with China over the 
Senkaku/Diaoyu islands has been notable for 
a number of reasons — mostly negative — 
one of the few positive elements has been 
the refusal of either side to send in the 
military. That may have changed with the 
recent deployment of Chengdu J-10 and 
Mitsubishi/Boeing F-15 fighter aircraft after a 
Chinese Y-8 maritime patrol aircraft headed 
toward the islands, but so far, at least, the 

confrontations have been limited to coast guard and other maritime paramilitary 
organizations. 

For military strategists – and defence journalists – that means we are still in the dark 
as to how the two countries' navies would handle such a contingency. China's 
development into a full spectrum, blue-water navy is well catalogued, whether it is 
the commissioning of its Type 071 landing platform docks (LPDs), new Type 52D 
frigates, Type 51A destroyers or Liaoning, its Kusnetsov-class aircraft carrier. But 
what about Japan? 

Back in October 2012, James Holmes argued convincingly that Japan had a “Cold 
War navy” designed to fill specific niches in a mutually beneficial partnership with the 
United States. “Under the division of labour worked out between the two navies, the 
U.S. Navy supplied the offensive firepower, manifest in aircraft carriers and other 
high-end implements of war. The defensive-minded JMSDF [Japan Maritime Self-
Defense Force] acted as a gap filler, making itself proficient at niche missions like 
minesweeping, anti-submarine warfare, and offensive submarine warfare." 

I'm not about to argue with that assessment, which brings us to the next point: is 
Japan doing anything to change this situation, and if so, what? 

Speaking to IHS Jane's Navy International in October, Admiral Katsutoshi Kawano, 
chief of staff at the JMSDF, sounded like he was more interested in steadying the 

http://www.brookings.edu/research/papers/2013/01/maritime-security-calming-the-eastern-seas
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ship than bringing new capabilities on board. He highlighted Japan's role in recent 
international minesweeping drills and new procurements such as a 5,000-ton anti-
submarine warfare (ASW) destroyer; two Kawasaki P-1 maritime patrol aircraft 
(MPAs) to replace ageing P-3C Orions; and modernization of the service's 
Command, Control, Communications, Computers, Intelligence, Surveillance and 
Reconnaissance (C4ISR) systems. 

"The developments in C4ISR and ASW platforms are in line with the JMSDF's goal 
of improving specific capabilities,” Adm. Kawano noted. He also mentioned the 
upgrade of two destroyers so they can play a part in Japan's SM-3 ballistic missile 
defence system, along with the expansion of the submarine fleet from 16 to 22 boats. 

So far, so low key: no one could accuse the JMSDF of an expansionist agenda – just 
a steady ramping up of the "defensive-minded" capabilities at which it already excels. 
But if you are looking for evidence of a slightly more proactive stance to match 
Japan's new policy of "active deterrence", then some recent procurements and 
exercises make the picture a little more interesting. 

First up are the navy's new 22DDH helicopter carriers, the first of which are currently 
being built by IHI Marine in Yokohama and will be ready in 2015. At 248 m long and 
with a displacement of 27,000 tons (full), it dwarfs the 197-m long, 19,000-ton 
Hyuga-class “helicopter destroyers” that are currently the JMSDF's largest vessels. 
Like the Hyuga class, two are being built. 

Unlike the Hyuga and its sister ship, Ise, the 22DDH will not be fitted with a torpedo 
launch system aboard, instead relying on its seven ASW helicopters to fulfil that task. 
What is clear about 22DDH (which derives its name from the 22nd year of the Heisei 
era – or 2010), is that it could quite easily double up as the kind of light aircraft 
carrier that the US Marine Corps uses for expeditionary operations, although it lacks 
a well deck (something that a senior US marine told me was "unforgivable" – and he 
was only half joking). 

Along with the submarine fleet's ASW service in the Cold War, amphibious landings 
and island defence are among the few JMSDF operations that come close to 
deploying the kind of offensive capability that might rile defenders of Article 9 of the 
Constitution. Interestingly, it's not a brand new capability: the JMSDF has had “true” 
amphibious vessels in the form of three 14,000-ton Oosumi-class dock landing ships 
(LSDs, officially tank-landing ships) since the late 1990s. What has changed is the 
threat perception: until recently the JMSDF did not train for amphibious landings and 
so far has resisted the urge to create a marine corps. 

This is changing: in Guam in late 2012 Japan Ground Self-Defense Force (JGSDF) 
rangers took part in landing training with US Marines "on real islands," in the words 
of a Ministry of Defense (MoD) spokesman, and Adm. Kawano noted that Japan's 
offshore islands remain vulnerable to attack. The JGSDF practiced another 
amphibious landing drill recently, although this was launched from helicopters rather 
than ships. While no one explicitly mentioned the Senkaku Islands, a Chinese attack 
would provide a tantalizing test case for how confident Japanese military planners 
were in these upgraded capabilities. 
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The recent landing drills and the Senkaku dispute notwithstanding, in the medium to 
long-term the MoD and top brass are more concerned with contingencies around 
Okinawa. A leaked 1997 Japanese MoD planning document – and James Holmes – 
noted that Miyako and Ishigaki islands are both seen as potential Chinese targets to 
allow the PLA Navy to break out of the First Island Chain and into the Pacific proper. 

It's important to note that these are just contingencies: much would need to go wrong 
for China to decide that an invasion of Japanese territory was the best way to solve 
whatever crisis the two countries found themselves in. And of course, if that invasion 
involved Okinawa, then the US Marine Corps III Marine Expeditionary Force (III 
MEF) based at Camp Courtney on the main island would almost certainly have a 
major part to play in the response.  

Away from worse-case scenarios and back in the real world, Japan's navy is facing 
up to a few new realities. The participation of two JMSDF destroyers in the 
international anti-piracy mission in the Gulf of Aden has provided valuable 
experience, while P-3Cs based at Djibouti have also provided excellent on-the-job 
training and internationalization for its aviation crews. Those crews are now waiting 
for the arrival of the new Kawasaki P-1 Maritime Patrol Aircraft’s (MPAs), while 
Prime Minister Abe's recent interest in the RQ-4 Global Hawk unmanned aerial 
vehicle could add a powerful new tool in Japan's reconnaissance web around its 
south-western islands. Throw in the transfer of Japanese F-15s to Naha and a new 
early warning radar station to be built on Yonaguni island, which is only 110 km from 
Taiwan – and Tokyo's capabilities in that part of the world start looking quite 
formidable. Whether the JMSDF is willing to take on a more aggressive posture 
under the direction of a more proactive government remains an open question. Yet, it 
seems that the service – like the SDF as a whole – is moving, albeit slowly, away 
from its Cold War niche and into a broader, multi-mission role. 

(James Hardy is Asia-Pacific Editor of IHS Jane's Defence weekly.) 

Source: The Diplomat, 21 January 

At Sea over Our Defence Needs 

-- Abhijit Iyer-Mitra 

New Delhi has recently made some questionable decisions over the procurement of 
equipment for our Armed Forces. Either our civil bureaucracy has blundered or the 
men in uniform have unduly influenced the choices made. 

In the last fortnight, two major Air Force procurements have been announced. The 
first is the procurement of the Airbus A330- based aerial refuelling tanker and the 
second has been the expansion of the Rafale purchase by a full 50 per cent. 
Strangely enough, the past two weeks also saw a significant slashing in the defence 
budget outlay and a call for streamlining acquisition and belt tightening. 

Now here’s the thing — we are yet to sign a piece of paper with Dassault (the 
Rafale’s manufacturer) and yet Air Chief Marshal NAK Browne visits the production 
plant in Marignac. Moreover, Union Minister for External Affairs Salman Khurshid 

http://thediplomat.com/2013/01/21/japans-navy-steaming-towards-the-future/?all=true
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was reportedly busy negotiating an additional 63 airframes on top of the 126 that are 
due. As far as the Rafale goes, we still don’t know what it is going to cost us. The 
Union Ministry of Finance might have Okayed an 80 million-euro a pop plane, but we 
should wait to see how the Ministry reacts when the true price is revealed in the final 
contract. But protocol and cost seem no consideration for either the Air Force or the 
External Affairs Ministry, which begs the question: What exactly is going on? Both for 
a serving chief to go around endorsing a foreign private sector product and for the 
Foreign Minister to be negotiating the purchase of additional white elephants when 
the base price is as yet unknown should have raised a significant stink at several 
levels. And yet all we have had so far is silence. 

The second big announcement was the purchase of the A330 Tanker. The bidding 
process was strange as it involved just two of the four available planes in the market. 
This in itself made a mockery of the Finance Ministry’s rejection of the 2010 selection 
of the A330 by the IAF on grounds of “the competitiveness of the bids and the 
reasonableness of the price”. Yet again the exact same two planes, the Il-78 and the 
A330, were pre-selected, and yet again the Russians blatantly overpriced the Il-78 at 
about four to six times its actual cost. Now, anyone who knows planes can tell you 
straight up with any need for competition or bidding that Russian engines are gas 
guzzlers and Russian supply chains are abysmal.  

But this has to be balanced with duplicated training costs and the cost of maintaining 
two separate fleets of planes, with their accompanying logistics trains. Yet, this does 
not seem to have been done. Moreover, the two versus four engine debates was 
settled decisively in favour of the two engines a full 10 years back when the A330 
outsold its four-engine cousin, the A340, which was also trumped by its Boeing rival, 
the 777. In short, comparing the Il-78 which is fundamentally a transport plane, to the 
A330 which is a commercial airliner, is a bit like comparing apples and oranges.  

The apple to apple comparison would have involved getting the two other major 
players — Boeing with its (significantly cheaper) 767 offering and Israel Aircraft 
Industries which retrofits any second-hand commercial airliner to become a tanker 
and is reportedly the cheapest in the market. Fundamentally a commercial airliner 
will carry more fuel, further out, much faster and will have commercially competitive 
life cycle costs and it doesn’t exact require a multi-crore competition (all tax payer 
rupees of course) to figure this out. 

So then, why exactly were the two only ‘real’ competitors to the A330 excluded in 
favour of an overpriced and unsuited plane? Second, if the Finance Ministry had 
raised precisely such objections in its 2010 rejection, why was the exact same 
contest with the exact same competitors allowed to go ahead? Third, if the Finance 
Ministry rejected the plane in 2010 on grounds of inappropriate competition and cost, 
will it have the gumption to do so again, given that every one of its recommendations 
has been tossed out? 

We now have a very serious situation where the Air Force is either deliberately 
insubordinate, circumventing checks and balances on the advice of the civilian 
hierarchy, or it is completely clueless on procurements, finances and the extant 
market. True great airmen cannot be expected to be procedural experts to be brilliant 
procurers, or expected to be financial whizzes to get the nuance of finance. But to 
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ignore what’s available on the market, both to purchase and to counter is a very 
serious operational and strategic lacuna. 

What this means is that we either have a dangerously out of control Air Force that 
scorns civilian authority or one that is dangerously out of touch with reality. The third 
option is one of financial malfeasance. Whatever it is none of these three options can 
be any source of comfort and if politicians need any excuses to justify their exclusion 
of the military from any and all decision making — including and especially defence 
— one need look no further than the Air Force and its current procurement. 

Unlike the Rafale, which was quite possibly the lowest performing plane in the entire 
Medium Multi-Role Combat Aircraft contest, the A330 is a brilliant plane. Yes, it can 
carry more fuel, much further out than the current serving planes. Yes its life-cycle 
costs are quite possibly the best and yes it is by far one of the most fuel efficient 
planes flying today. In short there is no denying that it is ‘the best’. But then, there is 
this strange analogy with the navy’s procurement of the Aircraft Carrier, The 
Gorshkov, now renamed the Vikramaditya. 

Admiral Gorshkov of the Soviet Navy, after whom it was named, had said, “The best 
is the worst enemy of the good enough”. In his relentless pursuit of ‘the best’, he 
ignored economics, built carrier after carrier, submarine after nuclear submarine, and 
literally bankrupted the Soviet Union. Gorshkov, as it turned out, was more fatal to 
the USSR than to Ronald Reagan, the Pope and NATO put together. Isn’t it curious 
that our Armed Forces, in addition to procuring Gorshkov, also seem to have 
imbibed the Gorshkovian myopia! Let’s just hope we fare better than the USSR. 

Source: The Pioneer, 22 January 

Japan’s ASEAN Charm Offensive 

-- Prashanth Parameswaran 

Why are high-level Japanese officials converging on Southeast Asian capitals so 
soon after the election of Japanese Prime Minister Shinzo Abe just a few weeks 
ago? 

Of the four countries that newly-installed Japanese Foreign Minister Fumio Kishida 
chose to visit in his first trip abroad, three of them – the Philippines, Singapore, and 
Brunei – were ASEAN nations. And Japanese Prime Minister Shinzo Abe embarked 
on his own three-country tour of Southeast Asia last week, which covered Vietnam, 
Thailand and Indonesia. That was also Abe’s first trip abroad, though in his case it 
was more by circumstance than design since an effort to visit the United States first 
fell through (Abe will now visit the U.S. next month). Abe’s tour was also cut short by 
the ongoing hostage crisis in Algeria. Nonetheless, the question begs: why is Japan 
so aggressively courting Southeast Asia now? 

Japan’s interest and role in Southeast Asia is nothing new and extends beyond 
current concerns about China. In fact, Japan has long been one of ASEAN’s oldest 
and most important dialogue partners. Relations began warming as early as 1977, 
when Prime Minister Takeo Fukuda decided upon his election to improve Tokyo’s 

http://www.dailypioneer.com/columnists/item/53262-at-sea-over-our-defence-needs.html
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image in the region which was marred by the Japanese occupation during World 
War II. Japan has since played a prominent role in Southeast Asia through its 
economic assistance, businesses, and culture, even as the entrance of other actors 
like China and Tokyo’s own economic woes have precluded a more assertive role in 
the region. 

Yet it is also true that a confluence of contemporary events is making 2013 an 
important year for consolidating relations between Japan and Southeast Asia. 
Symbolically, it is the 40th anniversary of ASEAN-Japan relations this year. Thus, 
one can expect many more exchanges and ceremony than usual among Tokyo and 
Southeast Asian countries over the next few months, much like ASEAN and India 
had in 2012 when they celebrated their 20th anniversary. 

More importantly, the list of common interests between Japan and Southeast Asia is 
arguably longer now than ever before. Economically, Japan is seeking new markets 
amid its fourth recession since 2000 and souring relations with China, while ASEAN 
is looking for partners to help it forge a cohesive ASEAN Economic Community by 
the end of 2015 through funding infrastructure projects. For instance, during Abe’s 
recent visit to Bangkok, Thailand’s Prime Minister Yingluck Shinawatra reiterated her 
country’s desire for Japanese involvement in a Dawei port project it is working on 
with Myanmar, an initiative which Tokyo has expressed interest in.  

In the security sphere, both Japan and many Southeast Asian states currently have 
territorial disputes with China, in addition to a diverse range of common vital security 
interests ranging from natural disasters to drugs and terrorism.  

For example, Japan’s provision of 10 patrol boats to strengthen the Philippine coast 
guard by 2014 was a major discussion point during Kishida’s meeting with Foreign 
Affairs Secretary Albert Del Rosario. The Japan-Philippine relationship is a 
particularly important one as Tokyo is one of Manila’s only two strategic partners and 
both are U.S. allies. Symbolism also matters here in that Manila was where Fukuda 
issued his famous speech in August 1977 on ASEAN-Japan relations, which later 
became known as the Fukuda Doctrine. 

A number of other areas could see development in ASEAN-Japan relations in 2013. 
Energy security will likely be emphasized since it is vital to realizing the ASEAN 
Economic Community and is a priority for Brunei who is chairing ASEAN this year. 
Progress could also be made on cyber security, as both sides are particularly 
vulnerable to attacks (some from China) and have reportedly begun discussions on 
setting up a cyber defence network. 

The exact path to strengthening relations between Japan and Southeast Asia will be 
forged by both sides in the coming months. But the need for cooperation, not just on 
China but across a range of fields, is clear. Southeast Asia watchers should add 
ASEAN-Japan relations to their list of things to keep an eye on for the rest of 2013. 

Source: The Diplomat, 22 January 
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Don’t Scrap America’s Ballistic Missile Submarines 

-- Robert Farley 

Last week, Bryan McGrath of 
Information Dissemination made a 
surprising argument about the U.S. 
Navy’s boomer flotilla. McGrath 
argued that rather than spend a 
tremendous amount of money 
replacing the force (which will reach 
obsolescence by 2040); the U.S. 
should seek alternative deterrent 
options. This argument comes at an 
interesting time for world Ballistic 
Missile Submarines (SSBN) fleets. In 

the United Kingdom, the battle over the Trident replacement has been fully joined, 
with many in Labour suggesting that expensive new boomers are a waste of money. 
At the same time, other SSBN operators have decided to modernize their fleets. The 
Russians continue to push forward with the Borei-class submarines, while the PLAN 
has now built up to five of the Type 094 class boomer.  India’s first SSBN, INS 
Arihant, will likely enter service in the first half of 2013. Only France, with submarines 
roughly a decade newer than the UK, is not currently pursuing a substantial revision 
of its SSBN force. 

McGrath’s case rests on five points.  First, boomers take up a disproportionate share 
of the shipbuilding budget for the utility they provide.  Second, in the modern nuclear 
environment “survivability” means considerably less than it did in the Cold War.  
Third, eliminating the boomers might open the door to more effective conventional 
strike options, including Prompt Global Strike. Fourth, it allows the Navy to 
concentrate on war-fighting and forward presence, rather than strategic deterrence.  
Finally, if the global political environment changes, we can always build new 
boomers. 

As much as I would like to agree with McGrath’s argument, I’m not convinced.  I do 
think that Trident replacement is a waste of resources for the United Kingdom, but 
then the UK does not play the same kind of global role as the United States. While 
concerns about boomers crowding out other platforms should be taken seriously, 
other parts of the triad suffer from similar problems.  The U.S. ballistic missile force is 
aging, although some studies suggest that the basic architecture could remain in 
place as late as 2075.  The bomber force has also grown old, even as the Air Force 
has increasingly diverted bombers to non-nuclear tasks.  

Any option, thus, involves unpleasant decisions. Maintaining all three legs of the triad 
probably won’t be possible.  Because long range bombers inherently have dual 
conventional and nuclear purpose, the United States cannot eliminate the bomber 
leg in any traditional sense, although it can reduce numbers and certain metrics of 
readiness. Thus, the choice comes down to the intercontinental ballistic missile 
(ICBM) force and the submarine-launched ballistic missile (SLBM) force.  My own 
view is that the United States can accept a lower threshold for at sea nuclear 
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deterrence, but this leg should still retain a rump deterrence capability.  Survivability 
concerns may not be what they were, but they are still relevant, and SSBNs have 
both survivability and flexibility advantages over ICBMs. It isn’t accidental that China, 
India, and Russia are all choosing to develop or upgrade their SSBN capabilities at 
the same time. Concerns about shipbuilding costs should be remedied by resource 
transfers between services; if the Air Force no longer operates an ICBM force, then 
funding can (at least theoretically) shift towards the Navy. 

Replacement of the Ohio boats will still be expensive, but circumstances may allow 
life extension beyond current expectations. The long term answer may not be an 
entirely new SSBN design, but rather a modified Virginia class boat that could carry 
ballistic missiles. The Navy has argued that this design would become more 
expensive than an Ohio replacement, but issues of number and vulnerability may 
prove more manageable if the option is no boomers at all.  No other state in the 
world can match such a capability, and yet the U.S. presumably feels deterred from 
launching pre-emptive nuclear attacks on China or Russia.  A reduced SSBN force is 
still the best option for providing a foundational level of nuclear security. 

Source: The Diplomat, 23 January 

Submarine Trends in Asia Pacific: Air-Independent Propulsion A Game 
Changer? 

-- Michael Raska 

The contending strategic realities of the Asia-Pacific region compel states to adopt 
innovations of their rivals. This is the case for new classes of conventional 
submarine designs, which incorporate an array of innovative technologies in order to 
maximise their survivability and lethality in diverse maritime operations. 

While Europe and North America remain key submarine markets, China’s ongoing 
military modernisation coupled with contending international relations in the Asia-
Pacific will increasingly drive submarine procurement in the region over the next 
decade. In 2011, the total submarine market in Asia-Pacific is estimated at US$4.4 
billion, and for the next decade, submarine expenditures are projected to US$46 
billion. 

With changing strategic realities, Asian navies aim to become increasingly flexible, 
and capable of varying mission profiles: from countering traditional coastal defence 
missions to protecting sea lanes and communication lines. Simultaneously, 
submarines are increasingly valuable strategic resource for both electronic and 
signal intelligence. To enhance the varying operational capabilities, increase 
submerged endurance and stealth, installing viable Air-independent propulsion 
systems is thus becoming a strategic necessity. 

Advantages of AIP Systems 

Designed to enhance the performance of modern conventional (diesel-electric) 
submarines AIP is a key emerging technology that essentially provides a “closed 
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cycle” operation through a low-power electrical source supplementing the battery, 
which may extend the submarine’s underwater endurance up to two weeks or more. 

AIP systems close the endurance gap between nuclear and conventional 
submarines, and mitigate increasing risks of detection caused by advanced anti-
submarine warfare technologies – from modern electro-optical systems and surface 
radars to magnetic sensors, active and passive sonar’s, and airborne surveillance 
radars. Advanced AIP technologies thus promise significant operational advantages 
and tactical flexibility. 

In theory, there are four primary AIP designs currently available: (1) closed-cycle 
diesel engines; (2) closed-cycle steam turbines; (3) Stirling-cycle heat engines with 
external combustion, and (4) hydrogen-oxygen fuel cells. Each provides a different 
solution with particular advantages as well as limitations in relation to performance, 
safety, and cost factors. 

Since the early years of the Cold War, while major naval powers shifted to nuclear 
propulsion, smaller navies – particularly in Europe (Germany, Sweden, Spain, Italy 
and France) continued to develop and rely on conventional diesel-electric submarine 
fleets, given their lower cost and operational relevance for coastal defence. 
Traditionally, however, these submarines were highly vulnerable to various types of 
sensors – acoustic, visual, thermal and air – particularly when running on engines. 

AIP Systems in Asian Navies 

On the other hand, when running on batteries, these submarines became very quiet 
and difficult to detect, yet their battery capacity, discharge rate, and indiscretion rate 
(the ratio of diesel running time to total running time) substantially limited their 
underwater endurance. To overcome these baseline limitations, naval innovation in 
propulsion technologies over the past two decades has shifted toward AIP systems. 
There is a variance, however, in the procurement of AIP systems in select Asian 
navies. For example, the only AIP steam-turbine system currently available is the 
French “MESMA” (Module d’Energie Sous-Marine Autonome) module, operational 
on Pakistan Navy’s two Agosta 90-B class submarines. 

Swedish-Kockum designed Stirling AIP technology is installed on Singapore Navy’s 
two Archer–class submarines, and Japan’s new Soryu-class submarines. The 
Chinese PLA Navy’s Type 041 Yuan and Type 043 Qing class submarines are also 
reportedly using Stirling technology. Meanwhile, the Republic of Korea Navy has 
ordered nine Type 214 submarines with German HDW AIP fuel cell technologies. 
Three first batch models of the new Son Won-Il class had entered service since 2007, 
and six second batch models will enter service from 2012. 

Limitations and Constraints 

Notwithstanding the diverse AIP technologies, the overall effectiveness of each 
system will depend on how well it is integrated with other critical systems that ensure 
optimal submarine functions: power systems, sensors systems, safety systems, 
navigation systems, command, control, and communication systems, weapons 
systems, and climate control systems. In this context, any critical failure of an AIP 
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during a combat mission or contested areas will mitigate survivability factors as well 
as tactical options. 

Indeed, each AIP system design comes with an array of technological limitations, 
vulnerabilities, and risks, particularly in submerged operations – from the specific 
acoustic signatures produced by select AIP systems in specific operating regimes, to 
technical vulnerabilities in storing oxidizer/fuel, as well as their maintenance regime. 
At the same time, new anti-submarine warfare sensor technologies may provide 
viable AIP countermeasures. Ultimately, AIP-related technological innovation and 
breakthroughs may not guarantee operational success – strategy, operational 
concepts, tactical development, leadership, training, and morale will continue to play 
as important role as emerging technologies and their operational capabilities. 

(Michael Raska is a Research Fellow at the Institute of Defence and Strategic 
Studies, a constituent unit of the S. Rajaratnam School of International Studies 
(RSIS), Nanyang Technological University in Singapore.) 

Source: RSIS, 24 January 

Asia’s Other Island Spat�Between Japan and Russia 

-- J. Berkshire Miller 

Earlier this month, former Japanese Prime Minister Yoshiro Mori appeared on 
national television and drew a line on the map separating Japan from Russia. Mori’s 
line was directly northeast of three of the disputed isles (Kunashiri, Shikotan and 
Habomai) but intentionally stopped short of including the largest island, Etorofu, 
which remained in Russian territory and signalled Mori’s desire to compromise with 
Russia. Mori justified this concession as a “realistic approach” to resolving the long 
standing territorial row between the two countries. 

Over the years, there have been a host of diplomatic attempts by both sides to 
determine who has legal sovereignty over the islands. Unfortunately, the two remain 
at loggerheads and firmly entrenched in their positions which are muddied by a 
series of historical treaties dating back to 1855. Tokyo claims that the sovereignty of 
the Northern Territories (referred to as Southern Kurils by Russia) has never been 
debatable and that the four disputed islands have been part of Japan since the early 
19th century. This is confirmed, according to Japan, by— among other treaties— the 
Shimoda Treaty of 1855 and the Portsmouth Treaty of 1905 at the conclusion of the 
Russo-Japanese war. For its part, Russia pays little heed to Japan’s claims on the 
islands, instead pointing to a number of international treaties—including the Yalta 
Agreement (1945) and Potsdam Declaration (1945)— as proof of its sovereignty. 
Russia also emphasizes that the 1951 San Francisco Treaty serves as legal 
evidence that Japan acknowledged Russian sovereignty over the islands, a claim 
Tokyo vehemently denies. 

Almost immediately following the Mori proposal, the administration of new Prime 
Minister Shinzo Abe rebuked the comments and insisted that Japan would maintain 
its official policy that all four islands be returned. Chief Cabinet Secretary Yoshihide 
Suga underscored this with a caveat: “(The government) will firmly maintain its basic 
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policy, which is to confirm that the four islands belong to Japan and thereafter 
conclude a peace treaty with Russia. Then we can be flexible over the timing of 
actual reversions of those islands.” But Tokyo is not pouring cold water on resolving 
the spat and has agreed to send Mori, who has a strong relationship with Russian 
President Vladimir Putin, to Russia in early February to kick start negotiations. There 
are also reports that Abe is hoping to travel to Russia later in the spring with the 
intent of making concrete progress on resolving the dispute. 

Unfortunately, we have seen this narrative before, most notably in 1998 when 
Japanese Prime Minister Ryutaro Hashimoto sought to use his personal friendship 
with Russian President Boris Yeltsin to reach a grand bargain. In what would come 
to be known as the “Kawana Proposal,” Tokyo proposed the two sides demarcate 
their borders with the Northern Territories belonging to Japan. In return, Hashimoto 
promised Yeltsin that Japan would agree to continued Russian administration and 
joint economic development of the islands. Hashimoto’s also promised that Japan 
would sign a peace treaty with Russia if Yeltsin agreed to the proposal. In other 
words, Hashimoto offered to delay tangible sovereignty in favour of legal recognition. 
However, the gambit failed: Russia rejected the proposal later that fall.  

But the geopolitical scene in North East Asia has changed dramatically since 1998 
and resolving the Kuril row is not just a priority for Japan anymore. Putin indicated 
last year that he was committed to “permanently resolving” the dispute. Amid debate 
about a renaissance of U.S. power in Asia, Putin has been thinking about his own 
“pivot” to the Far East. Russia has always maintained its historical legacy as a 
Pacific power, but realistically this has largely been ignored for decades. Japan 
meanwhile has been challenged vigorously over the past several months by China, 
South Korea and Russia on its territorial disputes. This, coupled with China’s 
increased assertiveness on security policy in the region, has created an environment 
with new challenges that Japan and Russia must confront. Both countries are facing 
an uncertain future as Northeast Asia continues to morph into the most strategically 
important region in the world. 

China’s rapid growth presents challenges and opportunities for Russia and Japan. 
Both countries have significant investments with Beijing and rely on having access – 
even if limited – to the Chinese market. Despite this, there is clear recognition in 
Japan and Russia that a Sino-centric continent is not in their interests. 

But China is not the only issue policymakers in Tokyo and Moscow are concentrating 
on. Asia’s security infrastructure has become increasingly dynamic and fragile and is 
riddled with potential landmines for both states including a truculent regime in North 
Korea, increased competition for resources and influence in Central Asia and 
transnational threats such as international terrorism and organized crime. Moreover, 
Russia and Japan are both keen to enhance their strategic partnership on energy, 
which has been held hostage by their territorial dispute. 

The substantial and growing overlapping interests make it increasingly important for 
Moscow and Tokyo to acquire the diplomatic courage necessary to resolve their 
territorial dispute and move closer to a strategic partnership. Unfortunately, we are 
already seeing the trenches forming as both sides try to appease their domestic 
electorate which is opposed to concessions on the islands. For instance, Russian 
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Foreign Minister Sergei Lavrov belittled Japan’s position on the island dispute and 
called on it to accept legal reality. Japan also seems to be hedging as it also fears 
too great of a compromise may also embolden its rivals in other territorial disputes. 

A long term solution remains problematic, and there are risks involved in such an 
initiative, but the potential benefits of a partnership between Tokyo and Moscow 
should prompt both sides to make a serious effort at a rapprochement. Even in the 
absence of this, Tokyo and Moscow should still take tangible confidence building 
steps such as increased people-to-people ties on the islands and potentially 
refloating the idea of a free trade zone and joint development projects. Stagnation is 
no longer a viable option. 

Source: The Diplomat, 24 January 

Australia and India: Common Goals, Budding Partnership 

-- Rory Medcalf 

A serious strategic partnership between Australia 
and India has long been a missing link in the 
security architecture of Indo-Pacific Asia. Now the 
gap is at last being filled, if a high-level visit this 
week is anything to go by. 

Australian Foreign Minister Bob Carr was in New 
Delhi on January 21st and 22nd, to follow up the 
visit by Prime Minister Julia Gillard last October, 
which itself had heralded a breakthrough in ties 

between these two Indian Ocean democracies.  Carr’s talks with his Indian 
counterpart Salman Khurshid had a strong security focus.  

During the Cold War these were two democracies were estranged by the Western-
Soviet divide. From the 1970s until recently, India's isolation by the nuclear non-
proliferation regime prolonged mistrust between New Delhi and Canberra, long a 
self-styled anti-nuclear white knight. 

Yet with a raft of growing shared security concerns ranging from the rise of China to 
transnational maritime issues and the scourge of jihadist terrorism, and with rapidly 
deepening economic and societal links, the logic of closer ties between Australia and 
India is now clear. Australia is now a major energy exporter to India's voracious 
economy, and Indian migration and investment is now helping sustain Australia’s 
own economic success. 

The two main sources of trouble in the relationship have eased. Misperceptions and 
policy failures about the alleged mistreatment of Indian students in Australia a few 
years ago have now largely been addressed.  And at the end of 2011, the ruling 
Australian Labour Party took the historic decision to remove its blanket ban on 
entering talks about civilian uranium sales to India, a non-signatory to the Nuclear 
Non-Proliferation Treaty (NPT). 

http://thediplomat.com/2013/01/24/history-aside-a-russian-japan-rapprochement/?all=true
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Australia may or may not one day actually export uranium to India — that is almost 
beside the point.  Canberra will and should insist on proper safeguards for any sales, 
on a par with its arrangements with for instance China and Russia. Mr. Carr this 
week announced the start of safeguards negotiations, and sensibly neither side 
seems in a hurry. 

What matters most for strategy and diplomacy is something else. Australia’s in-
principle policy change on uranium removed a political barrier of mistrust and 
perceived discrimination from what should always have been a natural and positive 
relationship between two important countries with much to offer each other. 

What's next? We can expect security relations to start evolving at an accelerated 
pace, adding flesh to the bones of a security declaration signed in 2009.  Already 
Australia and India are likely to be sharing strategic assessments related to issues 
ranging from Afghanistan to the changing power balance in the Indo-Pacific. There 
are plans for deeper dialogue on cyber security and coordination in international 
bodies like the East Asia Summit. Before long there will be moves to annual bilateral 
naval exercises and possibly experimental three-way consultations on maritime 
security challenges bringing in their shared neighbour Indonesia, as recommended 
in a recent major non-government dialogue.  

In the long run, there is much the two nations could do in shared monitoring of Indian 
Ocean maritime traffic and even cooperation in developing capabilities for 
amphibious operations and disaster relief. At the same time, both nations remain 
relatively cautious — certainly more so than Japan — in trying to offset Chinese 
perceptions that this is all about balancing or containment. Still, in the thickening and 
complex Indo-Pacific security web, the Australia-India strand is at last worth 
watching. 

Source: The Diplomat, 25 January 

A Maritime Balkans of the 21st Century?  

-- KEVIN RUDD 

These are no ordinary times in East 
Asia. With tensions rising from 
conflicting territorial claims in the East 
China and South China seas, the region 
increasingly resembles a 21st-century 
maritime redux of the Balkans a century 
ago -- a tinderbox on water. Nationalist 
sentiment is surging across the region, 
reducing the domestic political space 
for less confrontational approaches. 
Relations between China and Japan 

have now fallen to their lowest ebb since diplomatic normalization in 1972, 
significantly reducing bilateral trade and investment volumes and causing regional 
governments to monitor developments with growing alarm. Relations between China 
and Vietnam, and between China and the Philippines, have also deteriorated 
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significantly, while key regional institutions such as the Association of Southeast 
Asian Nations (ASEAN) have become increasingly polarized. In security terms, the 
region is more brittle than at any time since the fall of Saigon in 1975. 

In Beijing, current problems with Tokyo, Hanoi, and Manila are top of mind. They 
dominate both the official media and the social media, and the latter have become 
particularly vitriolic. They also dominate discussions between Chinese officials and 
foreign visitors. The relationship with Japan in particular is front and centre in 
virtually every official conversation as Chinese interlocutors probe what they identify 
as a profound change in both the tenor of Japanese domestic politics and the 
centrality of China within the Japanese debate. Beijing does not desire armed 
conflict with Japan over territorial disputes, but nonetheless makes clear that it has 
its own red lines that cannot be crossed for its own domestic reasons, and that it is 
prepared for any contingency. 

Like the Balkans a century ago, driven by overlapping alliances, loyalties, and 
hatreds, the strategic environment in East Asia is complex. At least six states or 
political entities are engaged in territorial disputes with China, three of which are 
close strategic partners of the United States. And there are multiple agencies 
involved from individual states: In China, for example, the International Crisis Group 
has calculated that eight different agencies are engaged in the South China Sea 
alone. Furthermore, these territorial claims -- and the minerals, energy, and marine 
resources at stake -- are vast. And while the United States remains mostly neutral, 
the intersection between the narrower interests of claimant states and the broader 
strategic competition between the United States and China is significant and not 
automatically containable. 

Complicating matters, East Asia increasingly finds itself being pulled in radically 
different directions. On the one hand, the forces of globalization are bringing its 
peoples, economies, and countries closer together than at any other time in history, 
as reflected in intraregional trade, which is now approaching 60 percent of total East 
Asian trade. On the other hand, the forces of primitive, almost atavistic nationalisms 
are at the same time threatening to pull the region apart. As a result, the idea of 
armed conflict, which seems contrary to every element of rational self-interest for any 
nation-state enjoying the benefits of such unprecedented regional economic 
dynamism, has now become a terrifying, almost normal part of the regional 
conversation, driven by recent territorial disputes, but animated by deep-rooted 
cultural and historical resentments. Contemporary East Asia is a tale of these two 
very different worlds. 

The most worrying fault lines run between China and Japan, and between China and 
Vietnam. In September 2012, the Japanese government purchased from a private 
owner three islands in the Senkakus, a small chain of islands claimed by both 
countries (the Chinese call the islands the Diaoyu). This caused China to conclude 
that Japan, which had exercised de facto administrative control over the islands for 
most of the last century, was now moving toward a more de jure exercise of 
sovereignty. In response, Beijing launched a series of what it called "combination 
punches": economic retaliation, the dispatch of Chinese maritime patrol vessels to 
the disputed areas, joint combat drills among the branches of its military, and 
widespread, occasionally violent public protests against Japanese diplomatic and 
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commercial targets across China. As a result, Japanese exports to China contracted 
rapidly in the fourth quarter of 2012, and because Japan had already become 
China's largest trading partner, sliding exports alone are likely to be a significant 
contributive factor in what is projected to be a large contraction in overall Japanese 
economic growth in the same period. 

In mid-December, Japan claimed that Chinese aircraft intruded over Japanese 
airspace above the disputed islands for the first time since 1958. After a subsequent 
incident, Japan dispatched eight F-15 fighter planes to the islands. While both sides 
have avoided deploying naval assets, there is a growing concern of creeping 
militarization as military capabilities are transferred to coast guard-type vessels. 

While the "static" in Japanese military circles regarding China-related contingency 
planning has become increasingly audible, Prime Minister Shinzo Abe, who took 
office in mid-December, has sought to moderate his public language on China, 
apparently to send a diplomatic message that he wishes to restore stability to the 
relationship. This was reinforced by a conciliatory letter sent from Abe to Xi Jinping, 
China's new leader, on Jan. 25 during a visit to Beijing by the leader of New Komeito, 
the ruling Liberal Democratic Party's coalition partner. This has been publicly and 
privately welcomed in Beijing, as reflected in Xi's public remarks. Beijing's position is 
that while it wants Japan to formally recognize the existence of a territorial dispute in 
order to fortify China's political and legal position on the future of the islands, it also 
wishes to see the Senkaku/Diaoyu dispute managed in a manner that does not 
threaten regional security, which would undermine the stability necessary to 
complete its core task of economic reform and growth. 

There may therefore be some softening in the China-Japan relationship for the 
immediate period ahead. But diplomatic and strategic realities appear to remain 
largely unchanged. The intensity of Abe and Japanese Foreign Minister Fumio 
Kishida's unprecedented mid-January diplomatic offensive involving visits to seven 
East Asian states demonstrates that the temperature between Beijing and Tokyo 
remains high -- just as the late January statement from Tokyo on the establishment 
of a special Japanese Coast Guard force of 12 enhanced vessels and 600 
servicemen specifically dedicated to the Senkaku theatre underlines the nature of 
the challenges lying ahead. The problem is that neither side can afford domestically 
to be seen as retreating from current positions. China believes that Japan has 
altered the status quo; Japan believes it has no need to budge because there is no 
sovereignty issue in the first place. All of this means that both sides remain captive to 
events on the high seas and in the air -- events that could quickly spiral out of control. 

To prevent this from happening, both sides will obviously need to maintain their 
public political positions for domestic reasons, while both will need gradually and 
reciprocally to de-escalate the deployment of maritime and air assets. This would 
need to be done according to a schedule negotiated by an intermediary or though 
their own back channels. If such back-channel negotiations are not already under 
way (and there is some evidence they may be), then it's in the interests of both sides 
to get the ball rolling. Japan should not install any equipment or station any 
personnel on the islands, as has been discussed from time to time in Tokyo, as this 
would inevitably result in further retaliatory action from Beijing, with every prospect of 
generating a further crisis. If these steps could be taken and the situation then 
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stabilized, perhaps longer-term consideration could be given to inviting an 
appropriate international environmental agency to exercise environmental 
management responsibilities on and around the islands, where, by informal 
agreement, national vessels would not go. 

By contrast, territorial claims in the South China Sea are even more complex. 
According to U.S. agencies, Chinese officials have claimed that the sea contains 
proven oil reserves as high as 213 billion barrels (10 times U.S. reserves, though 
American scientists are more sceptical) and 25 trillion cubic meters of gas reserves 
(roughly the total proven reserves of Qatar). The South China Sea also accounts for 
some 10 percent of the world's annual fisheries catch. The region is already the 
scene of deeply disputed exploratory activities for deep-sea energy resources. 
Fisheries are also already the subject of multiple physical confrontations between 
vessels. Furthermore, unlike the Senkaku/Diaoyu, many islands in the South China 
Sea are already occupied, garrisoned, and home to naval bases. 

Six states plus Taiwan have disputed territorial claims in the area, though the largest 
overlap by far is between China and Vietnam. The two states have already 
skirmished over their conflicting claims, in 1974 and 1988; they also fought a major 
border war in 1979. One senior Vietnamese neatly described the Sino-Vietnamese 
relationship in May 2011 by saying, "The two countries are old friends and old 
enemies." It is also clear that the Chinese today possess considerable economic 
leverage over Vietnam, to the extent that one senior Vietnamese official candidly 
remarked recently that China could simply wreck the Vietnamese economy if it so 
chose. It would be wrong; however, given ancient resentments, that economic 
dependency would automatically constrain Vietnamese diplomatic or even military 
action in relation to the South China Sea. 

The China-Vietnam relationship has soured since Chinese ships severed the seismic 
cables of Vietnamese exploratory vessels in May 2011 and again in December 2012. 
According to Reuters, Vietnam subsequently stated that as of January 2013 it would 
deploy civilian vessels supported by marine police to stop foreign vessels from 
violating its waters, while India, Vietnam's partner in some of the explorations, 
indicated it would consider sending naval vessels to the South China Sea to protect 
its interests. Meanwhile, China's Hainan province announced that starting in 2013, 
provincial maritime surveillance vessels would begin intercepting, searching, and 
repelling foreign vessels violating Chinese territorial seas, including the disputed 
territory. These various statements concerning new and radically conflicting 
procedures for the interception of foreign vessels set the stage for significant 
confrontation in the year ahead. Vietnam and China appear to have set themselves 
on a collision course, and those who monitor this relationship closely fear a repeat of 
those earlier armed conflicts. 

To prevent further escalation, Beijing and Hanoi need now to step back from the 
edge. They should agree to prioritize development of, and agreement on, the long-
awaited code of conduct between ASEAN and China on the South China Sea, 
including the joint development of energy projects. Both governments should identify 
a single project in an area where both sides claim sovereignty and begin the 
practical negotiation of a joint development regime. If this is too difficult, then both 
sides could consider the development of a joint fisheries project in a single defined 
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area, as this would further sidestep sensitive sovereignty issues more acutely 
connected with resource extraction regimes. In other words, rather than wait for the 
conclusion of a complex diplomatic negotiation over the final text of the code of 
conduct, start to build trust by cooperating on a real project. If this approach 
succeeds with China and Vietnam, similar joint development projects could be 
developed with the other claimant states. 

None of this might work. Nationalism might prevail. Policymakers could simply allow 
events to run their course, like they did a century ago. In his recent book, The 
Sleepwalkers: How Europe Went to War in 1914, historian Christopher Clark 
recounts how the petty nationalisms of the Balkans combusted with the great-power 
politics and failed statesmanship of the time to produce the industrial-scale carnage 
of World War I. This was a time when economic globalization was even deeper than 
it is today, and when the governments of Europe, right up until 1914, had concluded 
that a pan-European war was irrational and, therefore, impossible. I believe a pan-
Asian war is extremely unlikely. Nonetheless, for those of us who live in this region, 
facing escalating confrontations in the East China and South China seas, Europe is 
a cautionary tale very much worthy of reflection. 

(Kevin Rudd is the former Prime Minister of Australia.) 

Source: Foreign Policy, 30 January 

 

P8-Is: Indian Navy's Eye in the Sky 

The Boeing P8-I long-range maritime reconnaissance 
aircraft (LRMRA) which the Indian Navy got last month is 
the most sophisticated weapon system in its inventory yet. 
The aircraft, which is now being used for training by Indian 
naval personnel in coordination with the US Navy in the 
US, has the latest radars, electronic warfare systems, and 
weapons to kill hostile submarines, several of which lurk 
underwater in the Arabian Sea and Bay of Bengal around 

the Indian coast. Built on the body of a civilian Boeing 737-800 jetliner with the wings 
of a 737-900, the P8-I is actually an attack aircraft, capable of discriminating 
between friendly and hostile vessels far away and then hit them with desired priority 
and lethality. Its key capability though is to detect and delete hostile submarines, as 
also small boats in shallow waters which pose the most serious threat to Indian naval 
assets. India has purchased eight P8-Is from the US Navy under the US 
government’s Foreign Military Sales (FMS) programme and the government has 
cleared four more for which there was an option. Another 12 P8-Is, or similar aircraft, 
should be acquired later. 

The $2.1 billion-plus deal for aircraft covers onboard offensive and defensive 
systems and training. Weapons like the Boeing Harpoon Block II missiles, 
sonobuoys, Raytheon’s Mk 54 torpedoes, some freefall weapons cost additional. 
The P8-I’s is a derivative of the US Navy’s P8-A multi-mission maritime aircraft 

http://www.foreignpolicy.com/articles/2013/01/30/a_maritime_balkans_of_the_21st_century_east_asia?page=full
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(MMA) developed at the cost of billions of dollars. The first P8-A was delivered to it in 
March 2012, and so far, it has received five of the 117 ordered aircraft. The Indian 
Navy is the first foreign customer and not much apart in time. Understandably though, 
the P8-Is would not have the same range and features as the P8-As, but then the 
Indian requirements are met appropriately. In any case, there cannot be 100 per cent 
commonality as neither would the US share its latest technologies nor is India 
looking for interoperability with US assets. 

Mission computers forms the heart of the P8-I, integrating various sensors, radars 
and weapons on board, directing their power, reach and the required urgency in 
neutralizing hostile targets. There are five to seven consoles for the operators, who 
can command the system to initiate and execute real-time action and attack. 
Although the P8-I is not an AWACS (airborne warning and control systems) aircraft, 
it can operate as one in a limited way, and coordinate with the Indian Navy or Indian 
Air Force (IAF) combat jets to shower hell on an enemy. The Indian P8-Is will be 
integrated with the Indian Navy and IAF assets, including fighters, AWACS and 
ground stations, thanks to net-centricity. Both the Navy and IAF fly Mig 29s for 
instance, and in the recent years, all the three services are approaching war-fighting 
with an emphasis on jointness. 

The three services periodically hold joint exercises, and one such is due between the 
Indian Navy and IAF around March. Once the P8-I start arriving from mid-2013 
onwards, there would be more exercises. Meanwhile, the infrastructure to operate 
the P8-Is is being built at INS Rajali at Arakkonam Naval Air Station in Tamil Nadu, 
from where the aircraft can easily fly towards the Bay of Bengal or the Arabian Sea. 
All the 12 aircraft will be based there. Notably, unlike the earlier aircraft used for 
maritime reconnaissance and attack role, the four-engined Il-38 and Tu 142 which 
the Indian Navy has, or the Orion P3C which the US Navy has been flying so far, the 
P8-I is a jet with jet speed. Its two CFM 56 engines have, however, been tweaked to 
allow it to fly slow, and low above water. 

The acquisition of the P8-I has brought to the Indian Navy some of the most 
sophisticated radar and other systems, particularly Raytheon’s AN/APY-10 multi-
mission surface search radar with a range of 200-400 km. This forward-looking 
Synthetic Aperture Radar (SAR) with 240 degree coverage is built on the technology 
of the famed AESA (Active Electronically Scanned Array) radar that the (IAF) wants 
on all its combat aircraft, beginning with the Multi Role Combat Aircraft (MRCA) 
being negotiated now. To ensure 360 degree scanning however, the Indian Navy 
has got aft radar from US Telephonics for rear coverage. 

The US Navy aircraft do not need aft radars as there are several US surveillance 
assets, including aircraft and satellites, in the sky at any time. The P-8A however is 
primarily meant to function in alignment with the unmanned Broad Area Maritime 
Surveillance (BAMS) aircraft (designated MQ-4C Triton), which is still under 
development by Northrop Grumman. The P8-I has some systems supplied by Indian 
companies to make its communications secure and compatible with Indian naval and 
air assets. They include Data Link II (communication system) from Bharat 
Electronics, IFF (Identify Friend or Foe system) transponder from HAL (Hindustan 
Aeronautics Ltd), speech secrecy system from ECIL (Electronics Corporation of India 
Ltd) and mobile SATCOM (satellite communication system) from Avantel. All the P8-
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Is, as well as other navy aircraft now have net-centric capabilities and interoperability 
with IAF aircraft and ground stations. 

India received the first P8-I when Cmde Alok Bhatnagar, naval attaché at the Indian 
embassy in Washington and other Indian Navy officers received it on-site in Seattle 
in accordance with the contract awarded in 2009. Indian naval pilots, systems 
operators and technicians, some of whom have been stationed there to monitor the 
progress of the project and some others, will now conduct test and training flights 
with US Navy assistance before this aircraft is brought home. India will receive two 
more fully-equipped P-8Is within 2013, and all the eight by 2015. A Boeing statement 
said that the manufacturing programme is progressing on schedule, and that Boeing 
is already assembling the fourth and fifth P-8Is. 

Source: Deccan Herald, 16 January 

Iran to Deploy Navy to Mediterranean 

Iran will deploy a fleet of warships to the Mediterranean Sea, Navy chief Rear 
Admiral Habibollah Sayyari said. “The Navy’s 24th fleet of warships will patrol the 
north of the Indian Ocean, the Gulf of Aden, Bab-el-Mandeb, the Red Sea, Suez 
Canal and the Mediterranean Sea for three months and will even sail as far as 
southeastern Asian countries,” Sayyari was quoted by Press TV. The 23rd fleet of 
warships will return to the country next week, he added. Referring to the Navy’s 
recent drill, dubbed Velayat 91, Sayyari said the manoeuvre displayed Iran’s naval 
capability and its ability to counter any threat against the interests of the Islamic 
Republic. Iran Navy launched six-day naval drills codenamed, dubbed Velayat 91, to 
“defend its maritime borders and maintain lasting peace in the region.” The exercises 
covered a vast area including the Strait of Hormuz, the Sea of Oman and north of the 
Indian Ocean, the Gulf of Aden and Bab-el-Mandeb Strait. 

Source: Eurasia Review, 16 January 

Sea Piracy Falls to 5-Year Low as Somali Gangs Retreat 

International naval patrols off Somalia 
and armed private guards on board 
ships have driven pirate attacks to a 
five-year low in 2012, but the risk to 
shipping off West Africa is growing. 
Somali piracy in the busy shipping 
lanes of the Gulf of Aden and the north-
western Indian Ocean off east Africa 
cost the world economy some $7 billion 
in 2011, according to the American 
One Earth Future foundation. Global 
pirate attacks on ships fell to 297 in 

2012, compared to 439 in 2011, and were at its lowest since 2008 when 293 
incidents were recorded, watchdog the International Maritime Bureau (IMB) said. 

http://www.deccanherald.com/content/305692/p8-indian-navys-eye-sky.html
http://www.eurasiareview.com/16012013-iran-to-deploy-navy-to-mediterranean/?utm_source=feedburner&utm_medium=email&utm_campaign=Feed%3A+eurasiareview%2FVsnE+%28Eurasia+Review%29


Page 27 of 53 

About 10 percent of those attacks resulted in the ship being successfully hijacked. 
Twenty eight vessels were taken in 2012, down from 45 in 2011 and 53 in 2010. Of 
those 28, 14 were commandeered by Somali gangs, half the number taken in 2011, 
said the IMB, which has been monitoring global piracy since 1991. "The continued 
presence of the navies is vital to ensuring that Somali piracy remains low," said IMB 
director Pottengal Mukundan. "This progress could easily be reversed if naval 
vessels were withdrawn from the area." 

A Somali pirate kingpin nicknamed "Big Mouth" said he had renounced a life of 
seizing ships after making millions in ransoms and urged Somali youth not to take to 
the high seas, in a sign of the effectiveness of the crackdown. Prompted by soaring 
costs for shippers, including insurance and the safety of their crews, international 
navies stepped up pre-emptive action against the pirates, such as strikes on their 
bases on the Somali coast. Shipping firms are also increasingly using guards and 
other measures such as better monitoring and razor wire. 

GULF OF GUINEA 

However, piracy is on the increase on the other side of Africa in the Gulf of Guinea, 
an increasingly important source of oil, cocoa and metals - and where international 
navies are not actively engaged in counter-piracy missions at present. "There has 
been increase in the overall severity of attacks. Last year, most attacks were low 
level, smash and grab type robberies in ports and anchorages," said Rory Lamrock, 
an intelligence analyst with security firm AKE. "Now, we're seeing more abduction of 
sailors from oilfield supply vessels off Nigeria, and tankers being hijacked as far west 
as Abidjan. This type of violent maritime criminality shows no sign of decreasing any 
time soon." The IMB said there were 58 incidents recorded in 2012 in the Gulf of 
Guinea, including 10 hijackings and 207 crew members taken hostage, with violent 
attacks common and guns used in at least 37 of the incidents. That compared with 
46 incidents in 2011. Last year, 26 seafarers were kidnapped for ransom in Nigeria, 
a rise from 17 taken in 2010 and none reported in 2011. The number of crew 
members held hostage globally fell to 585 from 802 seafarers held in 2011. Of the 
total, Somali pirates took 250 hostages last year - with 104 crew members still being 
held at year end, the IMB said. "IMB's piracy figures show a welcome reduction in 
hijackings and attacks to ships. But crews must remain vigilant, particularly in the 
highly dangerous waters off east and West Africa," Mukundan said. 

Source: Reuters, 17 January 

Korea Chooses Agusta Westland Wildcat for Maritime Ops 

Korea has chosen the Agusta Westland AW159 
over the Lockheed Martin/Sikorsky MH-60R 
Seahawk as its new maritime operational 
helicopter. The contract for eight aircraft is the 
first export order for the new-generation aircraft, 
which is entering service with the British Army 
and Royal Navy. The Korean Navy already 
operates about 20 Super Lynx helicopters, the 
predecessor to the naval version of the AW159. 

http://www.reuters.com/article/2013/01/16/us-somalia-piracy-attacks-idUSBRE90F0YX20130116
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Agusta Westland said that its contract, which also includes aircrew and maintenance 
training, initial spares and support services, is worth about $370 million. The Korean 
government gave a program value of $570 million, which also includes weapons, 
facilities and other expenditure. According to last year’s Pentagon notification to the 
U.S. Congress, the alternative MH-60R package, which also included eight 
helicopters, would have cost $1 billion. 

Bruno Spagnolini, CEO of Agusta Westland, said, “This was a demanding 
competition, and it demonstrates that the AW159 offers capability and value for 
money, even when competing against larger helicopters.” The Anglo-Italian company 
claims that the AW159 has “the most modern integrated cockpit of any naval 
helicopter.” The Korean AW159s will be delivered in 2015 and 2016. Agusta 
Westland said that the aircraft will carry a 360-degree scan radar, active dipping 
sonar, nose-mounted electro-optical sensor, torpedoes and anti-ship missiles, a 
rescue hoist and a door-mounted gun. This will permit a variety of roles, from anti-
surface and anti-submarine warfare to maritime surveillance and search-and-rescue. 
The Koreans are believed to have chosen the same mission avionics as the UK 
Royal Navy, including a Selex Galileo 7400 Seaspray radar and L-3 Wescam Mx-
15Di optical turret. An Agusta Westland spokesman told AIN that the company is 
pitching the AW159 for naval helicopter requirements in a number of other Asian and 
Middle East countries, including Malaysia. Last December, Denmark chose the MH-
60R over the AW159, and the two types are likely to compete again in these export 
markets. 

Source: AIN Online, 18 January 

China's Military Hawks Take the Offensive 

It was supposed to be a relaxed evening for a group of senior international military 
chiefs. Gathered at Melbourne's Crown Casino, they had changed out of uniform for 
dinner and discussion. But at the end of a speech by China's Lieutenant-General 
Ren Haiquan on Oct 29, he went on the offensive. "Some people" had ignored the 
outcome of World War II and were challenging the post-war order, he told 
counterparts from 15 other nations. It was a pointed reference to Japan's claim over 
islands in the East China Sea that Beijing insists are Chinese. "One should never 
forget history and (should) learn from history," he said. "Flames of the war ignited by 
fascist countries engulfed the whole region, and many places, including Darwin in 
Australia, were bombed." 

In a jarring coincidence, say officers in the audience, fireballs belched into the sky as 
he spoke; part of the casino's hourly fireworks display. Visibly displeased at the dig, 
the senior Japanese officer present, army Lieutenant-General Yoshiaki Nakagawa, 
left with his fellow officers as soon as the speeches concluded, people in the 
audience said. Lt-Gen Ren's provocative dinner talk was no isolated outburst. His 
message was typical of the increasingly hawkish rhetoric coming from senior officers 
in the People's Liberation Army (PLA). At issue these days are the disputed islands, 
known as the Diaoyu in China or Senkaku in Japan and a string of islets in the South 
China Sea that China is contesting with various South-east Asian nations. 

http://www.ainonline.com/aviation-news/ain-defense-perspective/2013-01-18/korea-chooses-agustawestland-wildcat-maritime-ops
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But the combative streak speaks to profound shifts in Chinese politics and foreign 
policy that transcend the heat of the moment. The more provocative of these officers 
call for "short, sharp wars" to assert China's sovereignty. Others urge Beijing to 
"strike first", "prepare for conflict" or "kill a chicken to scare the monkeys". They 
routinely denounce the Obama administration's recent "pivot" to Asia - without 
naming the United States, Lt-Gen Ren in his Melbourne speech accused "external 
countries" of complicating disputes in Asia. In a political system where civilian 
officials hew to tightly scripted public positions, these uniformed pundits, both serving 
and retired, appear free to go well beyond the official line.  Almost all of the most-
outspoken generals are military academics or theorists. 

Foreign military analysts are uncertain if the hawks represent a majority opinion in 
the 2.3 million-strong military or exercise real influence over foreign policy. It is also 
unclear if operational commanders share the views of these so-called "activist 
officers". However, there is one generally agreed explanation for their prominence: 
The PLA now has something to talk about. The military budget has soared to almost 
US$200 billion (S$244 billion), according to some Western estimates - the world's 
second-highest military budget behind the United States. That money has paid for 
the warships, strike aircraft and missiles allowing the PLA to plan for distant conflict. 
For the first time in its modern history, China has the firepower to contest control of 
disputed territory far from its coastal waters. Over the same period, China has 
emerged from decades of isolation to become a powerful trading nation with a 
complex global web of commercial and diplomatic ties. That means military planners 
are increasingly concerned with security of sea lanes - particularly in the South 
China Sea - that carry manufactured exports and imports of vital energy and raw 
materials. "Until ... recently, China didn't have a lot of overseas interests," said Mr Li 
Nan, an analyst of the Chinese military at the US Naval War College. "It didn't get 
involved in foreign policy crises." 

For some Chinese foreign policy researchers, the emergence of the hawks is part of 
Beijing's "good cop-bad cop" strategy to influence diplomatic negotiations over the 
disputed territory. For anxious neighbours, though, the tough talk, backed up with 
firepower delivered over a three-decade military build-up, is sending an unnerving 
signal that a rising China may be ready to use force. It also conflicts with repeated 
assurances of a "peaceful rise" from the civilian leadership in Beijing. "There appears 
to be a discord between this peaceful rise language and the comments from senior 
PLA officers," said Mr Li. "There is no doubt about that." Japan's Defence Ministry 
has flagged the Chinese armed forces' growing role in shaping foreign policy as a 
security risk. In its annual defence white paper last July, Tokyo said some believe 
relations between the PLA and the Communist Party leadership were "getting 
complex". The degree of military influence on foreign policy decisions could possibly 
be changing, the paper said, adding: "The situation calls for attention as a risk 
management issue." 

Source: Today Online, 18 January 

INS Saryu commissioned into Indian Navy 

The Naval offshore patrol vessel (NOPV) INS Saryu was formally commissioned into 
the Indian Navy. The commissioning was done by air marshal P K Roy, commander-

http://www.todayonline.com/World/China/EDC130118-0000022/Chinas-military-hawks-take-the-offensive
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in-chief Andaman and Nicobar command, at the Goa Shipyard Limited (GSL) in 
Vasco. The first in the series of four new class of NOPVs designed and built by the 
GSL for the Indian Navy, the state-of-the-art ship will be based at Andaman and will 
be tasked with protecting India's strategic maritime interests and assets in the region. 
Besides ocean surveillance and surface warfare operations to prevent infiltration and 
protect maritime sovereignty the ship will monitor sea lines of communication, 
defence of offshore oil installations and other assets. 

The 105m INS Saryu is powered by twin SEMT Pielstick diesel engines and is 
equipped with the latest navigation, communication and radar equipment. Its 
weapons systems include a 76mm super rapid gun mount and two 30mm close-in 
weapon system guns as well as six chaff launchers. Cdr Amanpreet Singh, 
commanding officer of the ship, read the 'Commissioning Warrant' after which the 
national flag and the commissioning pennant were hoisted for the first time. 
Following the commissioning, Air Marshal Roy said INS Saryu "will be a great help to 
us" in protecting the strategic Andaman region which has over 500 islands, many of 
which are uninhabited. Vice Admiral K R Nair, controller warship production and 
acquisition, Rear Admiral B S Parhar Flag Officer Commanding Goa Area, RAdm 
(Retd) Vineet Bakhshi, CMD, GSL and senior officers from the Indian Navy, Coast 
Guard and GSL were present. 

Source: The Times of India, 22 January 

China Raises Nuclear Threat in Island Dispute with Japan 

Tensions between China and Japan over disputed 
islands in the East China Sea — just the latest in the 
historical animosity between the two nations — have 
escalated to the point where a high-ranking Chinese 
military officer actually raised the specter of nuclear 
weapons in referring to China’s willingness to defend 
itself. The conflict in recent years has put a halt to 
significant progress in the relations between the two 
nations, which are separated by the East China Sea. 
China and Japan won’t even agree on the name of the 
unoccupied islands — called Senkaku in Japan and 
Diaoyu in China. China’s Col. Liu Mingfu, of the 
National Defence University, blamed America’s 
‘‘orchestration’’ and Japan’s ‘‘militarism’’ for the rising 
tensions. ‘‘America is the global tiger and Japan is 

Asia’s wolf and both are now madly biting China,’’ said Liu. ‘‘Of all the animals, 
Chinese people hate the wolf the most.” 

He said that although China was a peaceful nation, it would fight to the death if 
seriously attacked. It is rare for a Chinese military leader to make such aggressive 
remarks, but Chinese experts said the nation sometimes lets an official go rogue to 
send a statement to the world. Because the U.S. is so intimately tied to the world’s 
second- and third-largest economies, it is in the interest of the U.S. to make sure the 
tensions between the two nations doesn’t escalate to more than talk. “If this 
Japanese wolf again attacks America’s Pearl Harbour or Australia’s Darwin, how do 

http://articles.timesofindia.indiatimes.com/2013-01-22/goa/36483316_1_air-marshal-roy-nopvs-naval-offshore-patrol-vessel
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you know it wouldn’t receive another nuclear bomb?’’ Liu said. ‘‘The world would hail 
if Japan receives such a blow. ‘‘I don’t want to mention China here, as it is sensitive,’’ 
he added. 

Japan has warned that it would send up a “tracer” warning shot if China pilots flew in 
their airspace — and China has warned that it would consider such a shot a threat 
and would have to retaliate. Chinese Major General Peng Guangqian said that 
Japan’s plan to fire tracer shots to scare off the Chinese is a joke, and that it “shows 
the stupidity, cruelty and failure” of the Japanese “to understand their own 
limitations.” He also interpreted a warning shot as a provocation, equating it as “firing 
the first shot,” one that would give them pass to retaliate. While the islands were part 
of China for centuries, they came under Japan’s control more than a hundred years 
ago during a war between the two countries. They were managed by the U.S. after 
World War II, but then turned over to Japan in 1972. Though there is no construction 
on the island, the interest in ownership spiked after the discovery of possible oil 
reserves. The disputed islands have been the source of considerable hostility 
between the two countries. 

Last year, activists on both sides actually occupied the islands at some point, with 
the incidents leading to the largest-scale anti-Japanese protests in decades in China, 
with protesters vandalizing Japanese shops and cars.  In September when Japan 
announced plans to buy the island from its private owners, the Chinese government 
sent six surveillance ships to the island, and Chinese protesters attacked Japanese 
diplomatic offices in Shanghai and Beijing. Liu warned Australia not to follow the U.S. 
or Japan into any military conflict with China, saying Australia should play the role of 
a “kind-hearted lamb,” and China would discourage it from being led astray. 
“Australia should never play the jackal for the tiger or dance with the wolf,” he said. 
Liu asked that his message be delivered to Australian Prime Minister Julia Gillard as 
she prepares to deliver a major speech on national security. “American hegemony is 
not at its dawn and not at its zenith,” Liu said. ”It is at its sunset and night is coming.” 

Source: Atlanta Black Star, 22 January 

China Challenges US Statements on Island Dispute 

China’s foreign ministry is pushing back on statements from U.S. Secretary of State 
Hillary Clinton about a chain of islands claimed by both Japan and China. The 
Secretary’s comments provoked a critical response from officials and state-backed 
media. Clinton met with the Japanese foreign minister and said the United States 
does not have a position on who has sovereignty over the disputed islands in the 
East China Sea. But she said Washington opposes actions that would undermine 
Japan’s longstanding administration of the islands. Foreign ministry spokesman 
Hong Lei told reporters in Beijing that Clinton’s comments confused right and wrong. 

Rising Tensions 

He said China urges the U.S. to take a responsible attitude towards dealing with the 
Diaoyu Islands, be cautious in what they say and do, and take concrete steps to 
maintain regional stability and Sino-U.S. ties to gain the trust of the Chinese people. 
Tensions over the islands, known as the Senkaku in Japan and Diaoyu in China, 

http://atlantablackstar.com/2013/01/22/chinese-military-officer-mentions-nukes-in-island-dispute-with-japan/
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have risen in the past year, alongside other similar regional territorial disputes in the 
South China Sea. Chinese and Japanese ships have had numerous stand-offs and 
run-ins in the international waters around the remote islands. Last week Japanese 
fighter jets scrambled after a Chinese state-owned plane flew close to the islands’ 
airspace. Clinton said Washington wants to maintain the status-quo until there is a 
more constructive dialogue. 

Beijing Backlash 

State-backed newspapers in China have carried critical commentaries, slamming the 
United States for weighing-in on the dispute with Japan. Shi Yinhong, Professor of 
International Relations at Renmin University, said China’s reaction to Clinton’s 
remarks is no surprise given Beijing’s statements avowing its historical sovereignty 
over the islands. “The Chinese reaction represents the severe disagreement and 
resentment against U.S. attitude toward Sino-Japanese confrontation which in 
China’s eyes is biased against China and in favour of Japan,” said Shi. Last year, 
when a wealthy Japanese family sold the privately-held islands to the government, 
the sale triggered widespread protests in China. China says it will carry out a 
geographical survey of the East China Sea, mapping its territorial islands and reefs. 
It has not yet clarified, though, when this survey will take place. 

Source: Eurasia Review, 22 January 

Philippines Challenges China Maritime Claims at UN Tribunal 

The Philippines plans to challenge 
China’s maritime claims before a 
United Nations-endorsed tribunal, a 
move that may raise tensions as 
the two nations vie for oil, gas and 
fish resources in contested waters. 
“The Philippines has exhausted 
almost all political and diplomatic 
avenues for a peaceful negotiated 
settlement of its maritime dispute 
with China,” Foreign Affairs 
Secretary Albert del Rosario told 

reporters in Manila. “To this day, a solution is elusive. We hope the arbitral 
proceedings shall bring this dispute to a durable solution.” The Philippines is 
challenging China’s “nine-dash” map of the sea, first published in 1947, that extends 
hundreds of miles south from China’s Hainan Island to the equatorial waters off the 
coast of Borneo. China claims “indisputable sovereignty” over more than 100 small 
islands, atolls and reefs that form the Paracel and Spratly Islands. 

China’s assertiveness in disputed waters has raised tensions throughout Asia and 
generated concern among U.S. officials over access to the South China Sea, where 
its navy has patrolled since World War II. Vietnam and the Philippines reject China’s 
map of the waters as a basis for joint development of oil and gas. “This move from 
the Philippines smacks of desperation and is likely to achieve little apart from 
highlighting its dispute on the international stage but alienating China even more,” 

http://www.eurasiareview.com/22012013-china-challenges-u-s-statements-on-island-dispute/?utm_source=feedburner&utm_medium=email&utm_campaign=Feed%3A+eurasiareview%2FVsnE+%28Eurasia+Review%29
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said Gary Li, head of marine and aviation forecasting at Exclusive Analysis Ltd., 
recently acquired by Englewood, Colorado-based IHS Inc. (IHS) “Militarily it is weak, 
and in terms of alliances it has not been able to secure the firm backing of the U.S. 
as much as Washington’s other allies.” 

Squaring Off 

Chinese and Philippine vessels squared off early last year over the Scarborough 
Shoal, a disputed land feature in the waters claimed by both countries. The U.S. has 
been vague about whether a mutual defence treaty with the Philippines covers the 
islands, whereas it has repeatedly said the East China Sea islands called Senkaku in 
Japanese and Diaoyu in Chinese fall under its security treaty with Japan. Japanese 
Prime Minister Shinzo Abe this week sent a letter to China’s Communist Party leader 
Xi Jinping through a member of his coalition government. Natsuo Yamaguchi, head 
of the New Komeito Party, is in Beijing until Jan. 25 and will meet with members of 
the China-Japan Friendship Association. China has “indisputable sovereignty” over 
the islands in question and wants to solve the dispute through bilateral negotiation, 
Foreign Ministry spokesman Hong Lei told a briefing in Beijing. He said the dispute 
was caused by the Philippines’ “illegal occupation” of some islands and warned 
against “actions that will complicate or magnify the situation.” 

Clinton Criticised 

Chinese officials criticized Secretary of State Hillary Clinton for last week saying the 
U.S. opposes any effort to disrupt Japan’s administration of the uninhabited islands, 
and both Asian countries have sent fighter planes to the area in the past month to 
monitor the other’s movements.  

The Philippines can seek arbitration with China under the United Nations Convention 
on the Law of the Sea if it does not involve disputes relating to military activities, 
historic bays or provisions on delimiting maritime boundaries, according to Robert C. 
Beckman, director of the Centre for International Law at the National University of 
Singapore. The UN convention “has no provisions on the sovereignty claims to the 
islands,” he wrote in an e-mail. “Therefore, the ruling of the tribunal would have no 
affect on the sovereignty claims.” 

Bullying, Cheating 

A paper posted on the website of the Chinese embassy in Manila rejects the 
jurisdiction of arbitral tribunals to resolve the territorial dispute. “The Philippines 
claimed that it will defeat China with international law,” wrote Wu Hui, a professor at 
the University of International Relations in Beijing, in the paper on the embassy’s 
website dated May 22.  

“Yet it should be aware that the law opposes not only the strong countries bullying 
the weak, but also the small ones cheating.” China bases its claims in the South 
China Sea on “abundant historical and legal evidence.” The U.S. and neighbouring 
countries have called on it to clarify the claims according to UNCLOS, which allows 
countries to claim a continental shelf and 200-mile exclusive economic zone. 
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‘Stand United’ 

The Philippines and Vietnam have sought to explore and develop offshore areas that 
are also claimed by China, leading to clashes in which Chinese ships have moved 
against survey vessels. Last year, China National Offshore Oil Corp., the 
government-owned parent of Cnooc Ltd. (883), invited foreign oil and gas producers 
to develop disputed areas off Vietnam that Hanoi’s leaders had already awarded to 
companies including Exxon Mobil Corp. (XOM) and OAO Gazprom. (GAZP) The 
Philippines is open to joint development with China only in accordance with 
Philippine law, the Foreign Affairs Department said in a statement Jan. 21. The 
South China Sea is estimated to have as much as 30 billion metric tons of oil and 16 
trillion cubic meters of gas, which would account for about one-third of China’s oil 
and gas resources, according to China’s official Xinhua News Agency. It also 
contains fishing resources. 

Australia, a U.S. ally, will hold joint military exercises and high-level military 
exchanges with China, Prime Minister Julia Gillard said. Such exercises may include 
the U.S., Defence Force chief David Hurley told the Australian newspaper in an 
interview published Dec. 27. “It is the relationship between China and the U.S. that 
more than any other will determine the temperature of regional affairs in coming 
decades,” Gillard said in a speech in Canberra. “We remain optimistic about the 
ability of China and the U.S. to manage change in the region, but their relationship 
inevitably brings with it strategic competition as China’s global interests expand.” 

Source: Bloomberg, 23 January 

Japan Turns Taiwan Activists Back From Disputed Islands 

A small boat carrying Taiwanese 
activists trying to reach a group of East 
China Sea islands at the heart of a 
territorial dispute has been forced back 
by the Japanese coastguard. The 
activists were sailing towards the 
islands, known as Senkaku in Japan, 
Diaoyutai in Taiwan and Diaoyu in 
China, to install an idol of a goddess. 
China and Taiwan both claim the 

island chain, which is controlled by Japan. The island row has left ties between 
Tokyo and Beijing severely strained. The fishing boat is reported to have been 
carrying four activists as well as the Taiwanese captain, an Indonesian employee 
and a news cameraman. It was being escorted by four Taiwanese coastguard 
vessels. They left Taiwan in the early hours and reportedly wanted to place the 
statue of a Taiwanese sea goddess who is traditionally believed to protect fishermen 
on one of the islands in the group, which lie south of Okinawa and north of Taiwan. 

The BBC's Rupert Wingfield-Hayes says this was seen as placing a symbolic 
territorial claim on the islands. Video footage of the activists before they left Taiwan 
showed them chanting "Japan, get out of Diaoyutai" and "Return Diaoyutai". But as 
the vessel approached the islands mid-morning the Japanese coastguard issued 

http://www.businessweek.com/news/2013-01-22/philippines-brings-maritime-dispute-with-china-to-un-tribunal#p1
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verbal warnings for it to stop, and then used water cannon to force it to turn back. 
"Our patrol boat carried out restrictions on the vessel such as blocking its path and 
discharging water," the coastguard said in a statement. It said the boat left the 
islands' contiguous zone - the area in which the sovereign state can exercise control 
- at around 13:30 local time (04:30 GMT) "and continued sailing west-southwest 
away from the Senkakus". In August last year, a group of Hong Kong activists landed 
on one of the islands and were then deported, followed shortly afterwards by a group 
of Japanese activists. 

Dialogue call 

The move comes with a Japanese envoy in Beijing in an apparent bid to ease 
tensions. Natsuo Yamaguchi, head of the ruling Liberal Democratic Party's junior 
coalition partner New Komeito, held talks with a senior Chinese official, former 
foreign minister Tang Jiaxuan. Officials said Mr Yamaguchi, reportedly carrying a 
letter from Japanese Prime Minister Shinzo Abe, told his Chinese hosts Tokyo 
wanted to improve ties through dialogue. The ownership dispute has been rumbling 
for years, but it reignited in 2012 when the Japanese government purchased three of 
the islands from their private Japanese owner. The move triggered diplomatic 
protests from Beijing and Taipei, and sparked small public protests in China, 
impacting on some Japanese businesses operating in the country. Chinese 
governments’ ships have since sailed many times through what Japan says are its 
territorial waters around the islands. Late last year, a Chinese government plane also 
overflew the islands in what Japan called a violation of its airspace. In response, 
Tokyo has moved to increase military spending for the first time in a decade and Mr 
Abe recently embarked on a diplomatic offensive in South East Asia, where several 
nations are also embroiled in maritime disputes with China. Beijing, meanwhile, said 
earlier this month that it planned to formally survey the islands. It reacted angrily 
when US Secretary of State Hillary Clinton said that Washington opposed "any 
unilateral actions that would seek to undermine Japanese administration" of the 
islands. 

Source: BBC, 24 January 

Philippines Aims to Drill in South China Sea 

The Philippines announced it will take China to an 
international arbitration tribunal because of Beijing's claim 
of nearly the entire South China Sea. The years-old 
squabble has long deterred most oil and gas prospectors 
from the region - but not all of them. A Philippine company 
is hoping to work with a Chinese state-owned entity to drill 
for natural gas in the disputed waters. 

On hold  

Forum Energy is stuck in a holding pattern. The British-based company, which is 
majority-owned by a Philippine entity, had hoped to start drilling for natural gas off 
Reed Bank in the South China Sea, but it has not gotten government approval. 
Forum began preliminary work to assess the area's potential reserves, but in early 

http://www.bbc.co.uk/news/world-asia-21175816
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2011 workers said they were chased away by Chinese vessels. More than five years 
ago this area showed a potential 3.4 trillion cubic feet of gas and possibly 10 trillion 
more. Manuel Pangilinan, chairman of Philex Petroleum, which has a 65 percent 
stake in Forum Energy, is eyeing a partnership with the state-owned China National 
Offshore Oil Corporation (CNOOC) to drill in Reed Bank. “There are no oil rigs in this 
country that are owned by Filipinos. So your options are only two: one, damn the 
torpedoes and send the [foreign] vessel in and see what happens,” Pangilinan said. 
Or, the second, Pangilinan says, is to have a commercial arrangement with a 
Chinese company. Such a joint venture is an option that China has consistently 
supported. Earlier this month, China’s ambassador in Manila told a local newspaper 
it would be better for Forum and CNOOC to get to work, instead of letting the 
reserves sit untouched while the two countries sort out their differences. Authorities 
in the Philippine government are trying to figure out how to proceed. Energy 
Undersecretary Ramon Oca says they want to “make sure we are not violating” 
international law. 

Island dispute 

The Philippines takes the position that 
China does not follow the United Nations 
Convention on the Law of the Sea, which 
delineates a country’s exclusive economic 
zone as 370 kilometres from its coastline. 
The Philippines says China’s claim of just 
about the entire South China Sea is illegal. 
Foreign Affairs Secretary Albert del Rosario 
announced this week that the country is 

ready to bring it to international arbitration, which would be legally binding. “On 
numerous occasions, dating back to 1995, the Philippines had been exchanging 
views with China to peacefully settle these disputes," noted del Rosario. "To this day, 
a solution is still elusive. We hope that the arbitral proceedings shall bring this 
dispute to a durable solution.” Beijing responded by reiterating China’s claim that it 
has "indisputable sovereignty" over the South China Sea islands. The Philippines 
has said it would support a Philippine-Chinese partnership in the region, provided it 
conformed to Philippine law, meaning parties would have to follow the 60 percent 
locally owned-to-40-percent foreign owned rule, among other requirements. 
President Benigno Aquino said recently he supports a joint partnership as long as 
royalties would go to the Philippines. 

Royalties  

It is this question of royalties that poses the biggest challenge to a joint drilling 
partnership. Li Mingjiang, coordinator of China Studies at the Rajaratnam School of 
International Studies at Singapore’s Nanyang Technological University, says the 
royalties issue is in many ways at their heart of their dispute. “The implications are 
that if you follow Filipino laws and regulations, to some extent, China is conceding 
the sort of sovereign right to the Philippines in their waters with regards to the energy 
resources,” Li said. Australia Defense Force Academy Professor Carl Thayer does 
not see a joint development partnership happening anytime soon. “Does China want 
to accept that? And, if it did and worked in an area where the central government 
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had a claim, it would seem to undermine the central government," Thayer noted. 
"And then now, DFA is having second thoughts. So I don’t think the prospects are 
very good.” Thayer says that until the international arbitration filing, observers 
thought Forum’s proposal to partner with China was a potential step forward in the 
development and sharing of the contested resources. Now, with arbitration expecting 
to take at least a few years that already slim chance of collaboration has become 
even less likely. 

Source: Voice of America, 24 January 

China, Russia, US Raise Mediterranean Naval Focus 

Egypt has seen no shortage of empires come and go, from its own ancient 
civilizations to those of Greece, Rome, Britain and France. Now, it is among the 
outposts of the latest Mediterranean power: China. 

Situated at the northern end of the Suez Canal, the Port Said Container Terminal is 
one of the busiest in the region, vital for shipments not only to Egypt but also much 
of Europe and the Middle East. Like several other key ports in the region - including 
Piraeus in Greece and Naples in Italy - it is now partially owned by China. The state-
owned Cosco Pacific holds 20 percent the terminal, helping make it one of the 
dominant - if not the dominant - Mediterranean port operators. Cosco stresses that it 
is a purely commercial venture and many analysts agree. But few doubt that Beijing 
has made a wider geopolitical decision to become much more involved in the region. 

For the last two years, the People's Liberation Army Navy has sent one or more 
warships through the Suez Canal to visit southern European ports, the furthest its 
fleet has ever operated from home. But China is not the only great power now 
increasing its involvement in the area. With Russia sending warships to positions off 
Syria and the United States signalling it too intends to take the region more seriously, 
the Mediterranean is clearly no longer seen as the strategic backwater many 
believed it had become. "The assumption that the Mediterranean would become a 
purely Western sphere of influence appears to have been premature," says Nikolas 
Gvosdev, professor of national security studies at the United States Naval War 
College in Rhode Island. "The Chinese are showing their flag in an area far from 
their traditional area of operations in part to show that they are a global power. The 
renewed Russian deployments are part intended as a sign that Moscow has not 
gone away." Other strategic shifts are also taking place in the region. 

The "Arab Spring" has unleashed a period of unrest and instability across North 
Africa and beyond while the euro zone crisis has left troubled southern European 
states struggling with debt and searching for ready investment. Meanwhile, the gas 
platforms beginning to dot the disputed waters of the eastern Mediterranean have 
unleashed a scramble for resources that has further exacerbated pre-existing 
tensions between Cyprus, Turkey and Israel. The U.S. had hoped it could pull back 
from the area, helping transfer military resources to the Pacific and South China Sea 
as part of a pivot to Asia aimed heavily at containing a rising China. But last year's 
Libya conflict provided stark warning that European states had distinctly limited 
capacity, and as the financial crisis bites defence budgets have been further cut. "I 
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don't see a conflict," says Gvosdev at the Naval War College. "But... (It) does make it 
more difficult to do an Asia pivot on the cheap." 

US DESTROYERS TO SPAIN 

In 2011 Admiral Gary Roughead - at the time Chief of Naval Operations and the 
professional head of the U.S. Navy - told senior officers the U.S. needed to return to 
the Mediterranean. In the years since the end of the Cold War and Balkan conflicts 
that followed, the U.S. had quietly stopped maintaining a permanent aircraft carrier 
there as it focused on Iraq and Afghanistan and confrontation with Iran. Limited 
resources mean putting a permanent carrier back in the region is all but impossible. 
But other ships now look set to take up a much more permanent presence. Last year, 
the Pentagon announced it was deploying four state-of-the-art missile destroyers to 
the Spanish port of Rota, in part to counter any missile threat to Europe from Iran or 
elsewhere in the Middle East. 

In November, as Israeli forces pounded Gaza in their brief air campaign against 
Hamas, several U.S. assault ships and escorts entered the eastern Mediterranean in 
what was seen as a precursor to any evacuation of U.S. citizens. It was the sort of 
deployment military officials say will likely become more common in the years to 
come. Nor, current and former officials say, does Washington have any intention of 
letting gas tensions between its various Eastern Mediterranean allies turn into open 
conflict. "The Maghreb and Levant are clearly going to be unstable for some time," 
Roughead, now retired and a senior visiting fellow at the Hoover Institution at 
Stanford University, told Reuters. "The eastern Mediterranean is also worrying. 
There's no doubt it's going to require more attention." 

SYRIA WORRIES DRIVE RUSSIAN PRESENCE 

It was the positioning of a U.S. carrier off Syria in November 2011 that appeared to 
prompt one of the largest Russian naval moves in recent years. As Bashar al-
Assad's crackdown on rebels and protesters became ever bloodier, Washington had 
quietly moved it and its battle group towards Syria. In what may or may not have 
been a direct response, Moscow sent its only aircraft carrier - the Soviet era Admiral 
Kuznetzov - into the same area to visit its naval base at Tartus. In Moscow, Russian 
officials gave distinctly conflicting signals to local and international media, some 
denying any link to the Syrian conflict while others saying it were a deliberate 
warning to the West to back off.  

On January 17, Russian news agencies again reported two warships were heading 
to Syria for exercises and to deliver munitions to Tartus, although it was not 
immediately clear whether that meant the undisclosed weaponry was headed for 
Assad's forces or Russia's own stockpiles there. The Russian naval base at Tartus 
remains Moscow's only Mediterranean port. Retaining access to it is seen as a major 
factor in Russia's refusal to abandon Assad. When a Chinese destroyer and frigate 
sailed through Suez into the Mediterranean in August last year, several analysts 
suggested they were aiming to join joint naval exercises being held between Moscow 
and Damascus. But instead, they sailed up through the Bosporus to the Black Sea to 
visit Ukraine, Bulgaria and Romania. 
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CHINA'S "STRATEGIC AMBIVALENCE" 

"The fact that it did not seize the opportunity to hold drills together with the Russians 
could confirm that Beijing is not warming to the prospect of a new Cold War and 
continues to prefer strategic ambivalence about polarization," Jonathan Holsag, 
research fellow at the Brussels Institute of Contemporary China Studies, wrote in 
Chinese state-owned newspaper the Global Times in August. Some European and 
U.S. security analysts remain nervous over the Chinese expansion - particularly in 
Naples, where the Chinese-owned terminal directly overlooks NATO's main 
Mediterranean naval base. But in Greece, the Chinese investment remains relatively 
popular. With the purchase of new cranes and other equipment, Cosco has 
increased container traffic through its terminal by some 70 percent each of the three 
years of operation.  

The vast majority of containers handled by the port are shipped on elsewhere in the 
world, turning Piraeus into a much more significant international hub. "This 
investment has been very important for Greece," says Tassos Vamvakidis, deputy 
manager of the Cosco-run container terminal. "At a time of economic difficulty, it is 
very important." One veteran British naval officer compared China's approaching the 
Mediterranean to that of Britain in the 18th and 19th centuries, when its commercial 
expansion was at least as important as its military. Chinese officials might object to 
that comparison. But there seems little doubt they intend to stay - and that includes a 
high profile if occasional military presence. "There are many good reasons for Beijing 
to show its flag," wrote Hoslag in "Global Times", a nationalist tabloid published by 
the Communist Party mouthpiece the "People's Daily. “It is better to make countries 
around the Mediterranean used to Chinese naval presence than to alarm them later 
on." 

Source: Reuters, 24 January 

New Zealand Navy Committed to Protecting International Maritime Trade 

New Zealand's navy has reaffirmed its commitment to protecting maritime trade at a 
meeting of an international group of naval forces in Auckland. The Royal New 
Zealand Navy announced, it had hosted a meeting of The Pacific and Indian Oceans 
Shipping Working Group to promote common understanding for the coordination of 
shipping and maritime trade in the Pacific, Indian and South Atlantic oceans. 
Representatives from 11 other countries -- Argentina, Australia, Brazil, Canada, 
Chile, France, India, South Korea, Singapore, Britain, and the United States -- 
attended the meeting.  

Royal New Zealand Navy Captain Phil O'Connell said regular monitoring of 
commercial shipping by naval forces globally had been undertaken for many years to 
guard against and monitor activities such as terrorism, sea robbery and piracy. 
"Secure commercial shipping is vital for economic growth and global trade," he said 
in a statement. "New Zealand is the guardian for a large area of the Pacific Ocean 
and as such we have an important role in monitoring and maintaining our sea lines of 
communication, which are vital for the economic wellbeing of the nation and our 
Pacific neighbours," he said. 

http://www.reuters.com/article/2013/01/24/us-mediterranean-powers-idUSBRE90N0F920130124
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"We are surrounded by ocean and rely on the sea to transport 99 percent of our 
imports and exports. Our navy works closely with other countries and is a valued 
international partner and the shipping working group is another good example of 
New Zealand working with other nations' navies towards common goals." Topics 
discussed ranged from information sharing protocols, counter-piracy operations, to 
developments in technology and the methodology used for monitoring and facilitating 
the safe passage of maritime trade. "The meeting is an annual event where member 
and observer nations have the opportunity to convene with their colleagues, discuss 
developments and strengthen their personal and professional networks," he said. 

Source: Global Times, 25 January 

Russia Arms Indian 'Sea Giant' Sub With Multi-Role Cruise Missiles 

Russia’s leading shipyard finished deep 
modernisation of the Indian submarine INS 
Sindhurakshak (Sea giant). Armed with latest 
multi-role missile system, radar and electronics, 
the sub promises to become the game-
changing backbone of the Indian Navy. The 
ceremony of signing the transfer and 
acceptance act of the diesel-electric submarine 
INS Sindhurakshak (Sea giant) SSK Kilo Class 
has been conducted on January 26 in 

Severodvinsk, when the sub was solemnly passed to the Indian Navy. 

The submarine has been undergoing complete overhaul and upgrade in Russia’s 
leading Zvezdochka (Starlet) shipyard in the town of Severodvinsk in Russia’s north 
since August 2010. According to open sources the works’ cost of US$80 million 
included overhaul of submarine’s hull structures, installation of upgraded electronic 
warfare and weapons control systems, mounting of Indian-made sonar USHUS and 
radio communication systems. The most important upgrade made is incorporation of 
Russian state-of–the-art Club-S multi-role missile system capable of eliminating 
targets at the distance of over 250km (in export variant). It is possible that later the 
submarine will be also armed with supersonic BrahMos cruise missile of Russian-
Indian design. INS Sindhurakshak (Type 877EKM in Russia, Sindhughosh-class in 
Indian Navy) was constructed in St. Petersburg’s Admiral teiskie Verfi shipyard in 
1997. The submarine is designed to patrol and to protect naval communications, 
assault warships, enemy submarines, land targets and perform naval 
reconnaissance. 

Overall 10 Kilo-class submarines were constructed in Russia’s shipyards for the 
Indian Navy from 1985-2000. On January 29 the submarine will start its long journey 
home. This is to be the first time an Indian Kilo-class sub will return to its home naval 
base under the Arctic ice. It will be escorted by Russian icebreakers along the 
Northern Sea Route. This will be the first transition of the submarine, running through 
ice. Since 1997, the Zvezdochka shipyard has already modernized four Soviet- and 
Russian-built Kilo-class submarines for the Indian Navy: Sinduvir, Sinduratna, 
Sindugosh and Sindhuvijay. INS Sindukirti, the fifth Kilo-class sub in India’s 

http://www.globaltimes.cn/content/758242.shtml
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possession, is being repaired and modernized by Zvezdochka at her home base 
Vishakhapatnam, India. 

Sea giant’s sword 

From now on the primary weapon 
of the INS Sindhurakshak 
submarine, besides traditional 
torpedoes, will be a range of 
multi-purpose cruise missiles of 
the Club-S family (SS-N-27 
Sizzler NATO classification) 
designed by the Novator missile 
design bureau in the Russian city 
of Yekaterinburg, in the Ural 
Mountains. Club-S cruise missile 

complex is capable of hitting sea surface targets, targets underwater, or eliminate 
objects on land. The complex has various missiles for different tasks, all of which can 
be fired from standard torpedo tubes submerged from the depth of maximum 40m. 
Club-S missiles are not stealth, but on the terminal stage of the attack they all 
approach target on skimming altitude of a mere 5-10m, making their way below the 
level a modern warship’s radar. This feature makes them deadly for any existing 
target, for example 3M-54E1 version is allegedly capable of dealing an aircraft 
carrier. 

Source: RT News, 26 January 

India, Japan Make Common Cause to Thwart China's Maritime Moves 

Faced with a China that is aggressively 
pursuing its territorial interests in the 
South and East China Seas, Japan 
and India decided to coordinate moves 
and exercises in the first ever maritime 
dialogue held. The India-Japan 
maritime dialogue was decided during 
a meeting of foreign ministers last April. 
Interestingly, India decided to hold a 
maritime dialogue with China over a 
month before the India-Japan decision. 
The Indian move to start talks with 
Japan ahead of the dialogue with 

Beijing points to a stress on New Delhi's security priorities. 

The Indian side was led by DB Venkatesh Varma, who leads the division on 
disarmament and international security in the ministry of external affairs (MEA), and 
included officials from ministries of defence, coast guard, shipping and earth 
sciences. The Japanese side was led by Kazuyuki Yamazaki, from their foreign 
office and comprised officials from ministries of shipping, economy, Coast Guard, etc. 
India and Japan are likely to conduct more joint naval exercises building on the first 
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such bilateral exercise that was held off the Japanese coast last year. Similar 
exercises are likely in the Indian Ocean off the Somalia coast as well. 

Japan also gave an elaborate update of their simmering dispute with China on the 
Senkaku/Diaoyu islands. The new Chinese president, Xi Jinping, re-emphasized 
China's "core" interests in his maiden foreign policy speech, indicating a more 
"robust" posture. "No foreign country should ever nurse hopes that we will bargain 
over our core national interests, and nor should they nurse hopes that we will 
swallow the bitter fruit of harm to our country's sovereignty, security and 
development interests," Xi was quoted as saying. 

Most analysts agree that this particular dispute has the potential to spiral out of 
control. With India increasing its naval footprint in the South China Sea, and coming 
up against Chinese expansionism, particularly affecting its oil interests in that region, 
India appears to have made common cause with Japan. Both countries say they 
want the UNCLOS and rule of law to be the core of their common approach. In the 
Indian Ocean Region (IOR), India has ramped up anti-piracy initiatives, where New 
Delhi and Tokyo plan to work more closely together, including coordinating on 
rescue attempts. In the multilateral arena, India and Japan plan to work together and 
coordinate positions in ARF, EAS and ADMM+ fora. 

Source: The Times of India, 29 January 

South China Sea Dispute Poses Challenge for US 

President Barack Obama begins his second term facing fresh tensions in the South 
China Sea as the Philippines takes its maritime dispute with China to the United 
Nations. China's navy patrols the disputed waters. The Philippines rejects Chinese 
authority over the area. "We want the arbitral tribunal to establish the rights of the 
Philippines to exclusively exploit the resources in our continental shelf in the West 
Philippine Sea," Philippine Assistant Foreign Affairs Secretary Gilbert Asuque 
explained. 

China says Manila's move complicates the dispute. "China has indisputable 
sovereignty over the South China Sea islands and adjacent waters," insisted Foreign 
Ministry Spokesman Hong Lei. "The root of the dispute is caused by the Philippines' 
illegal occupation of some of the Chinese areas." Justin Logan at the Cato Institute 
says involving the United Nations runs counter to how China wants to handle the 
issue. "The Chinese have been trying as much as possible to keep this bilateral 
between itself and all the disputed parties and to prevent it from being 
internationalized in a systematic way," noted Logan. 

Even if the U.N. Law of the Sea tribunal rules in favour of Manila, Logan questions 
who would enforce the decision. "If enforcing findings means a shooting war with 
China, you may see findings that go unenforced," Logan said. "It may be a 
bargaining a chip that the Philippines say: 'Look, the balance is sort of tipping away 
from us. We can play this card and then have something that we can appear to give 
up if China makes a concession.' Chinese ambitions in the South China Sea were 
part of confirmation hearings for John Kerry, President Obama's choice as secretary 
of state. Republican Senator Marco Rubio questioned the administration's handling 
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of the standoff. "China is being increasingly aggressive about their territorial claims 
and their neighbours are looking to the United States and U.S. leadership as a 
counter balance," Rubio said. 

Senator Kerry said China is reacting to more U.S. forces in the Asia-Pacific. "The 
Chinese take a look at that and say, 'What's the United States doing? Are they trying 
to circle us? What's going on?'" noted Kerry. Given China's disputes with the 
Philippines, Vietnam, and other Asian countries, Kerry says it is critical that 
Washington strengthen ties with Beijing. "China is the other significant economy in 
the world and obviously has a voracious appetite for resources around the world, 
and we need to establish rules of the road that work for everybody," Kerry said. 
China says it is working to resolve the rival claims through dialogue but opposes U.S. 
support of greater involvement by an alliance of South East Asian nations. 

Source: Global Security, 29 January 

Indian Navy’s K-15 SLBM Successfully Completes Development Trials 

The Indian Navy has successfully demonstrated the capabilities of its nuclear-
capable submarine-launched ballistic missile (SLBM), K-15 Sagarika, in the Bay of 
Bengal off the coast of Visakhapatnam, India, marking completion of its 
developmental trials. During the 12th flight trial, the K-15 SLBM flew with a strike 
range of 700km at an altitude of 20km to hit the pre-designated target point following 
its launch from an underwater pontoon simulating a submarine launcher. The 
Defence Research and Development Organisation (DRDO) developed K-15 
underwater missile completes India's nuclear triad capability to fire missiles from land, 
air and sea. 

DRDO Chief VK Saraswat was quoted by Press Trust of India as saying: "The 
medium range K-5 ballistic missile was test-fired successfully from an underwater 
pontoon and all parameters of the test-firing were met." Following completion of 
development trials, the K-15 missile is scheduled for operational deployment on the 
Indian Navy's domestically built nuclear-powered attack submarine, INS Arihant. 
Capable of equipping 12 ballistic missiles in its arsenal, the INS Arihant submarine 
will also feature a range of other anti-ship and land-attack cruise missiles and 
torpedoes. Designed to be launched even under ice caps, the K-15 SLBM, code-
named as B05, is 10.4m-long and can carry a 5t nuclear warhead targeted 750km 
away. The 6.3t K-15 missile will be later replaced with 3,500km-range K-X missiles. 
As well as INS Arihant, three other nuclear-powered submarines are also being 
constructed for the Indian Navy, with one at Visakhapatnam and two in Vadodara, 
India. 

Source: Naval-Technology, 29 January 

Philippines Draws Up Own Maritime Map 

A new Philippine map officially renaming maritime areas in the western part of the 
archipelago the West Philippine Sea and depicting the extent of the country's 
exclusive economic zone (EEZ) is awaiting the approval of the Palace. The map, 
produced by the National Mapping and Resource Information Authority (Namria) and 

http://www.globalsecurity.org/military/library/news/2013/01/mil-130129-voa04.htm?_m=3n%2E002a%2E718%2Ebu0ao017zf%2Enjb
http://www.naval-technology.com/news/newsindian-navys-k-15-slbm-successfully-completes-development-trials
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covering islands in the West Philippine Sea being claimed by China, was "still being 
reviewed," according to the Office of Executive Secretary Paquito Ochoa Jr.. The 
map drawn was drawn up in compliance with Administrative Order No. 29 renaming 
the maritime areas west of the archipelago, including the Luzon Sea and the waters 
around, within and adjacent to the Kalayaan Island Group and Bajo de Masinloc or 
Scarbourough Shoal, the West Philippine Sea. 

Standoff with China 

President Benigno Aquino III issued the AO in September 2012 amid the escalating 
standoff with China over Panatag (Scarbourough) Shoal, a group of coral and rock 
formations in the West Philippine Sea where vessels from both countries faced each 
other in April 2012. The international waterway is better known as the South China 
Sea. The map was submitted to the Office of the President in the last quarter of 2012, 
Environment Secretary Ramon Paje, who has jurisdiction over Namria, said in a 
phone interview. 

Sovereign right 

The new map would reinforce the idea that the country has an exclusive economic 
zone and a continental shelf covered by the United Nations Convention on the Law 
of the Sea (UNCLOS), said Gilberto Asuque, foreign affairs assistant secretary for 
ocean concerns. "Naming waters within our national maritime domain is a sovereign 
right," Asuque said. China has been claiming sovereignty over the disputed area, 
which is believed to sit atop vast reserves of oil and gas and is one of the region's 
most important fishing grounds. It straddles shipping lanes considered vital to global 
trade. 

The Philippines, Brunei, Malaysia, Vietnam and Taiwan have contending claims over 
parts of the sea. The AO provides that a copy of the order together with the official 
map reflecting the West Philippine Sea is deposited with the secretary general of the 
United Nations, and that relevant international organisations be notified "at the 
appropriate time". Asuque, however, said that the map would have no bearing on the 
notification and statement of claim that the government recently filed in the UN. "Our 
case stands on its own," he said. 

Source: Yahoo News, 29 January 

 

Russia Roars Ahead in Race to Develop Arctic Shipping Route 

The new headquarters for the Northern Sea Route (NSR) 
will open in Moscow on January 28. The new, state-
owned enterprise will have a budget of 35 million rubbles 
(about $1.1 million) and will set forth tariffs and 
regulations regarding "navigation safety and the 
prevention, reduction, and control of pollution in the 
marine environment," according to a July 2012 law 

http://my.news.yahoo.com/philippines-draws-own-maritime-map-040003442.html
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passed by the State Duma on the regulation of commercial navigation in the NSR. 
The law also defines the NSR (translated with Google Translate) as: "The aquatic 
space adjacent to the northern coast of the Russian Federation, covering internal 
waters, territorial sea, the contiguous zone and the exclusive economic zone of the 
Russian Federation and bounded by division lines across maritime areas with the 
United States and the parallel Cape Dezhnev in the Bering Strait, west meridian of 
the Cape of Desire to the Novaya Zemlya archipelago, eastern coastline of the 
Novaya Zemlya archipelago, and the western boundaries of the Matochkin, Kara, 
and Yugorsky Straits." 

Deepwater port, railway 

As always, RIA Novosti's 
excellent design department 
has posted an info-graphic of 
the NSR. Note that the State 
Duma's definition of the NSR 
does not technically include 
Murmansk or Arkhangelsk, 
even though most ships 
travelling the route would 
probably call at the port in 
Murmansk. Arkhangelsk, too, 
is planning to build a 
deepwater port to attract ships 
and connect into the planned 
Belkmor railway, which would 
run from Arkhangelsk, on the 
White Sea, to Perm, near the 
Ural Mountains. This railway, 
whose construction falls under 
the Russian Federation's 
Railway Plan through 2030, 
would be part of the Northern 
Transport Corridor ultimately 
connecting Finland, the Urals, Central Asia, and the Far East. 

NSR headquarters 

The establishment of the NSR headquarters is yet another step in the government's 
standardization of the shipping route, which has proceeded in a deliberate and timely 
manner. Moscow was chosen over Arkhangelsk and Murmansk in order to not offend 
anyone, according to Deputy Minister of Transport Victor Olersky. Furthermore, the 
headquarters of Emercom and the Agency on Hydrometeorology and Environmental 
Monitoring are based in Moscow, allowing operations of the NSR to be centralized. A 
second administrative office may open in Arkhangelsk, as the city is home to the 
Hydro graphic Enterprise. Just weeks before it was announced that the main office 
would be in Moscow, though, the governor of Arkhangelsk, Igor Orlov, stated, "We 
are doing everything to make the Northern Sea Route Administration housed in 
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Arkhangelsk. Supported by the Marine Board and the federal government, 
Arkhangelsk will make a significant contribution to basic state policy in the Arctic." 

On the heels of the Deputy Minister's statement that the office would be in Moscow, 
Orlov voiced his displeasure with the decision. "If you ask today, from "Sovcomflot" 
to "Gazprom", where today’s best captains who know the Northern Sea Route are 
not in Moscow or Tiksi. They are in Arkhangelsk, with the Northern Shipping 
Company, which really goes there, really provides northern delivery, all with the 
specific knowledge, skills, experience." 

Controversy 

This level of controversy is somewhat surprising in a country where the Kremlin 
makes the rules and its decisions are not to be questioned. Administration of the 
Northern Sea Route will be important in the coming years as more cargo ships ply 
the route, making the headquarters a potentially powerful office. President Vladimir 
Putin is continuing to centralize power, especially Arctic policymaking. Moscow, 
hundreds of miles from the coastline, will administer the north. Arctic policy is 
administered differently from country to country. For instance, in Canada, Ottawa 
makes many of the decisions. This is epitomized by the Northern Strategy, a 
document clearly produced by policymakers in the south. By contrast in the US, 
Alaska has a fair amount of leeway in determining policy. This is partly because it 
has defined rights as a state and partly because it is so far from Washington, DC of 
course, distance doesn't always allow more power, as the case of Russia shows. 

(This story is posted on Alaska Dispatch as part of Eye on the Arctic, a 
collaborative partnership between public and private circumpolar media 
organizations.) 

Source: Alaska Dispatch, 15 January 

Alaska's Lt. Governor Pushes Arctic Maritime Policy 

With vessel traffic in the Bering Straits increasing exponentially, development across 
the Arctic improving, and the future of oil and gas exploration, fisheries, trade and 
tourism opportunities abounding, political leaders and scientists gathered in Norway 
for one of the more significant annual meetings on Arctic issues. Alaska's Lt. 
Governor Mead Treadwell travelled to the Norway, delivering a strong message: 
Alaska needs a way to manage and communicate with itinerant vessels travelling 
through the Bering Straits. "This is the age of Arctic Shipping the great explorers 
dreamed of," Treadwell said in a speech in Norway. "We've been given a 'new 
ocean' of possibilities - and dangers - and we need to do everything we can to 
prepare for both." 

While vessels travelling from a U.S. port must comply with a wide variety of rules 
aimed at keeping the waters safe, those travelling through do not. As often as not, 
the U.S. has little information about vessels moving through waters, and many of 
them are carrying hydrocarbons - crude oil, gas condensate, jet fuel and LNG. The 
state needs an agreement in place. Citing the lessons learned from the 1989 Exxon 
Valdez oil spill, Treadwell said interaction and communication are essential to good 

http://eyeonthearctic.rcinet.ca/blog/148-mia-bennett/2923-northern-sea-route-headquarters-to-open-in-moscow
http://www.alaskadispatch.com/article/russia-roars-ahead-race-develop-arctic-shipping-route
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marine shipping safety. "If there's one lesson from that time we don't see applied in 
the Arctic to itinerant vessels, it's there is virtually no interaction ahead of time 
between parties to a potential accident and coastal residents," Treadwell said in a 
speech. 

Treadwell said in an interview on his way to Norway that many challenges must be 
overcome to create an agreement on Arctic shipping policy. Do all the nations of the 
world have to sign off on a policy, or can an agreement be drawn up between Arctic 
nations and those wishing to ship in the Arctic. And what safeguards will those 
nations agree to? What collaborative efforts can be encouraged or even made law, 
such as spill response cooperation measures? "Domestically, the United States 
regulates and monitors both tank and non-tank vessels to the hilt," Treadwell said. 
"So do other Arctic states. But we have little say about the environmental or human 
safety plans for the traffic that's sailing through Alaska's front yard in the Bering 
Strait." 

One safety measure that is now being used in many areas in Alaska waters are 
locator beacons, which provide positioning data as well as information about the 
vessel, its contents and its spill response capabilities. Treadwell said getting 
beacons on vessels travelling through Alaska waters is a good idea, but transmitter-
receiving stations must also be in place so that data can be collected. Currently, 
transmitter coverage in the state is limited, Treadwell said. Eventually, the beacon 
location may be done by satellite, he noted. While the benefits of filing travel plans 
and ship information may be obvious, collaboration and improved communication 
with regards to Arctic shipping could go even further, Treadwell noted. If Arctic 
nations were able to work together, cost-saving measures and opportunities to 
collaboratively use resources such as icebreakers and tugs would improve the cost-
effectiveness of Arctic shipping. "There's a value to all of us in cooperation," he said. 

Safeguards falling into place, obstacles still exist 

While significant work needs to be done to improve collaboration and communication 
in Arctic waters, some headway has been made. In his speech, Treadwell noted that 
the U.S. reached a search and rescue agreement with the Arctic Council in 2011, 
and this year, hopes to solidify an agreement on marine oil spill prevention and 
response. Efforts are underway to inventory transport infrastructure across the Arctic 
to address gaps. The United States senators have yet to ratify the Law of the Sea 
Treaty, which has been adopted by four other Arctic coastal states. Concern over 
some of the terms, and some identified potential conflicts, are sticking points, 
Treadwell reported. But in May, Canada takes the helm of the Arctic Council, with 
the theme of "Development for the People of the North."  

Two years later, the United States becomes the chair of that body. Treadwell said it 
is his hope that by the end of that time, real policy could be created to lead Arctic 
shipping in the future. "It's invigorating to think what we could achieve in four years 
towards establishing a lasting regime of Arctic Shipping," Treadwell said in his 
Norway presentation. "It could serve as an example world-wide of what international 
cooperation can look like when we prioritize the health and safety of our people and 
our environment." 
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Native communities need consideration 

Treadwell told the Norway conference participants that Alaska Native communities, 
and their traditional subsistence hunting must be considered by Arctic shippers. 
While oil and gas developers in Alaska have been required to coordinate with Native 
subsistence whalers and sealers, itinerant vessels have not. "I cannot understate the 
importance of subsistence whaling, sealing and walrus hunting to the people of 
coastal Alaska," Treadwell told the conference. Earlier this week, Treadwell said that 
whalers and small boat operators may need to consider beacon locators in the future 
as well, however, so that large vessels know where they are. 

Economic prosperity through Arctic shipping 

While one of Treadwell's main concerns was getting some agreement in place for 
Arctic shipping, the lieutenant governor was also enthusiastic about the opportunities 
appearing with the increased Arctic shipping activity. For example, Arctic 
communities suffering the economic constraints of high fuel prices might benefit from 
the products being shipped right by their front door. "We're asking if there is any way 
to take advantage of all that growing trade to reduce energy costs for Alaskans," 
Treadwell said. In addition, products produced in Alaska may find new buyers on a 
global market because of shifting shipping opportunities. Can materials from the Red 
Dog Mine, for example, find new markets? What about Alaska salmon. Could they 
make a splash on the Alaska market with a reduced shipping cost? 

"How does this new ocean make Alaska resources more competitive," Treadwell 
asked. In his presentation in Norway, Treadwell noted that Alaska was focusing on 
how it could work with increased vessel traffic, capitalize on backhauls and bring its 
own goods to market in Asia, Canada, Russia and Europe. "By cooperative efforts, 
we could increase the competitive value of each nation's unique assets," Treadwell 
said. "The Arctic truly could feed and fuel the world." A port and infrastructure is 
needed in the Arctic before any of those opportunities can be realized, however, and 
Treadwell said the state was moving forward researching those needs. Many 
questions still exist, however, about what sort of facility the Arctic will need. For 
example, if Shell or another company finds oil in the Arctic, the needs will change 
dramatically for both an Arctic port as well as for other areas, such as Unalaska or 
Adak, where equipment storage, for example, might be needed. 

Other needs, such as tugs and ice breakers capable of operating in the Arctic, must 
be considered as well, Treadwell said. "If you know you've got permanent business, 
that changes things," said Treadwell. Overall, getting the nation's attention about its 
role in the ever-expanding resource that is the Arctic presents a challenge in itself, 
but expanding industry and world-wide attention are helping that cause, Alaska's 
second-in-command said. 

 Decades ago, few would have imagined Alaska's role as a major airline shipping 
hub. Similarly, the Arctic shipping route and development are becoming a reality. 
"America is waking up to the fact that it is an Arctic nation, but we need to keep 
everyone thinking about it," he said. 

Source: The Dutch Harbor, 25 January 

http://www.thedutchharborfisherman.com/article/1304lt_gov_pushes_arctic_maritime_policy
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Russia Arctic Gas Shipping Route to Asia 10 Years Away 

Tanker transport of Russian Arctic gas through the Bering Strait to Asian buyers is at 
least 10 years away because of ageing infrastructure, vessel shortages and growing 
disputes over waterway rights. Thawing sea ice caused by global warming has 
attracted energy companies to drill in the Arctic Ocean, an area mostly north of 
Russia containing 25 percent of the world’s untapped hydrocarbons, according to 
estimates. Russia plans to unlock those resources by reviving a Soviet-era trade link 
known as the Northern Sea Route (NSR), which avoids long trips via the Atlantic and 
the Suez Canal and makes its exports more competitive. 

Russian and western companies are already moving to develop three new liquefied 
natural gas (LNG) production plants along its northern coast. Russia cannot afford to 
miss opportunities to expand in the Chinese and Japanese markets as competition 
ramps up from LNG exporters in Australia, Qatar and possibly the United States, 
while its traditional European market offers little prospect of growth. “The Russian 
state is very keen to develop the Arctic, because they see it as key to maintaining 
exports, which is in turn key to sustaining fiscal revenues and to keeping its 
geopolitical standing in the world,” said Charles Emmerson, senior research fellow at 
international think-tank Chatham House. 

“For Russia, it is difficult to exaggerate the potential geopolitical and geo-economic 
importance of the Arctic,” he said. Finnish crude oil tanker Uikku was the first non-
Russian energy vessel to brave the harsh conditions of the NSR in 1997, followed by 
the first gas condensate shipment in 2011, sent by Russia’s second-biggest gas 
producer Novatek. In November state export monopoly Gazprom made the first ever 
delivery of LNG through the NSR, shipped from Norway’s Snoehvit plant, currently 
the world’s most northern LNG export plant, to Japan. Gazprom’s test of the route, 
normally open between July and November, shaved nearly 3,000 nautical miles off 
the alternative Suez Canal trip, raising hopes of future cost savings and boosting 
plans to build an LNG plant in the Arctic. The first Russian LNG to traverse the new 
route is likely to come from a Novatek and Total project on the Yamal peninsula, 
which aims to start producing LNG in 2016. Novatek and Gazprom recently launched 
plans to build a second LNG plant at another site on the Yamal peninsula. Another 
plant at Pechora is also in the works. Although traffic through the NSR surged last 
year to around 1 million tons of various kinds of cargoes, it pales by comparison with 
the 1987 peak of 6.6 million tons. Following the Soviet Union’s collapse, freight 
shipping decreased, ports and facilities serving the NSR fell into disrepair and 
expansion halted of Russia’s nuclear-powered ice-breaking fleet. Icebreakers are 
necessary to escort tankers crossing the Arctic. As part of a revamp, Russia plans to 
build 10 new emergency ports to resurrect the route as well as cut red tape and relax 
transit fees to encourage foreign shipping and investment. 

But reversing more than a decade of neglect will require much heavier government 
investment in infrastructure on ports, satellite coverage, rescue services and 
expensive icebreakers and more ice-capable LNG vessels, experts say. The existing 
fleets of 10 to 15 icebreakers face retirement by 2015-17, while only a handful of 
these will be replaced before 2020. Each costs around $1 billion. “The biggest 
obstacle right now is that there are very few suitable LNG vessels available,” Mikko 
Niini, managing director of Aker Arctic, a Finnish company that designs and builds 
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ice-capable vessels. Only three of the 359 LNG tankers in the global fleet hold the 
top tier ice-class. Another 12 to 16 vessels will be needed for Novatek’s Yamal LNG 
project due by 2016, Niini estimated. Shipyards have yet to receive any orders from 
project developers for the ships. 

“When the Arctic projects in Russia reach FID (final investment decision), that is 
when ice-class vessels will start to be ordered,” which could be by 2020, estimated 
Tony Lauritzen, commercial director at Greece-based LNG shipping firm Dynagas 
Ltd, which organised Gazprom’s shipment through the NSR last year. No ship has 
yet been built that can transport gas year-round through the icy waters of the route. 
Overall investment in the Arctic could reach $100 billion or more in the next decade, 
driven by the oil, gas, mining and shipping industries, a report by Chatham House 
and the Lloyd’s of London insurance market estimated in April. “There’s a whole 
series of obstacles: legal deficiencies, the irregularity of sea ice, lack of search and 
rescue, poor access to ports, communications, deficiencies in satellite coverage,” 
said Tore Henriksen, a law professor at the University of Tromsoe in Norway who 
heads an interdisciplinary working group to study Arctic shipping regulation. 

“If you’re looking to sail through the Arctic, you shouldn’t be in a hurry,” he said.  The 
retreat of sea ice and the prospects for opening trade are also intensifying tensions 
between the main Arctic coastal states. Russia’s attempt to exert control over the 
waterway through bureaucratic measures - it requires shippers to seek permits and 
submit their vessels to inspection - could slow the use of the trade route by foreign 
ships. “The US has already challenged both Russia and Canada over their 
assertiveness, and there’s potential for more disputes there,” Henriksen said. “These 
countries claim an extended jurisdiction based on environmental grounds in areas 
covered by sea ice. But if ice retreats, you will see more challenges to this 
assertiveness and more conflict with coastal states,” he said. 

Source: The News, 27 January 

 

Treadwell Urges Secure Shipping in 'New Ocean' 

Alaska Lt. Gov. Mead Treadwell is urging caution in changing ocean conditions to 
achieve the economic possibilities while dealing with the dangers of changes in 
Arctic sea ice. "This is the age of Arctic shipping the great explorers dreamed of," 
Treadwell said Jan. 21, in an address at the Arctic Frontiers conference in Tromso, 
Norway. "We've been given a new ocean of possibilities –and dangers- and we need 
to do everything we can to prepare for both." Conference attendees included more 
than 1,000 politicians, industry representatives, scientists and decision makers from 
around the world. 

Treadwell called for contingency planning requirements for itinerant Arctic shipping. 
He applauded Alaska's ongoing work toward safe shipping, including oil spill 
prevention and response agreements, and called for voluntary contingency planning. 
The lieutenant governor proposed working more closely with other Arctic nations on 
vessel routing and reciprocal port regulations. "Arctic nations need to engage much 

http://www.thenews.com.pk/Todays-News-3-156421-Russia-Arctic-gas-shipping-route-to-Asia-10-years-away
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more deeply on a strategic plan to realize the economic benefits of Arctic shipping," 
Treadwell said. "I look at the model of the St. Lawrence Seaway, which brings 
Canada and the U.S. together to provide both safety of navigation and market 
promotion, and it has worked for almost a century." 

In addition to preparations for safety and security, he said, Alaskans see major 
opportunities from marine shipping. Lower costs and increased access to energy, 
greater export value for natural and value-added resources, and new jobs and 
investment opportunities could benefit the lives of Alaskans. "We know it's not just 
about oil spill response," Treadwell said. "It's about healthy operations at all times. 
It's about making sure new ocean activity keeps the small boats, the sealers, the 
whalers, the fishermen in mind. It's about the lives of people in our coastal 
communities. 

Source: The Cordova Times, 22 January 

Russia Explores Old Nuclear Waste Dumps in Arctic 

The toxic legacy of the Cold War lives on 
in Russia's Arctic, where the Soviet 
military dumped many tonnes of 
radioactive hardware at sea. For more 
than a decade, Western governments 
have been helping Russia to remove 
nuclear fuel from decommissioned 
submarines docked in the Kola 
Peninsula - the region closest to 
Scandinavia. But further east lays an 
intact nuclear submarine at the bottom 
of the Kara Sea, and its highly enriched 

uranium fuel is a potential time bomb. This year the Russian authorities want to see 
if the K-27 sub can be safely raised, so that the uranium - sealed inside the reactors 
- can be removed. They also plan to survey numerous other nuclear dumps in the 
Kara Sea, where Russia's energy giant Rosneft and its US partner Exxon Mobil are 
now exploring for oil and gas. 

Seismic tests have been done and 
drilling of exploratory wells is likely to 
begin next year, so Russia does not 
want any radiation hazard to 
overshadow that. Rosneft estimates the 
offshore fossil fuel reserves to be about 
21.5bn tonnes. In a statement to the 
BBC, Exxon Mobil said that before 
drilling offshore "it is standard industry 
practice to conduct extensive studies at 
and below the seabed" to check for 
hazards, using tools including remote 
sonar and a magnetometer. It said 
Rosneft had also carried out a study focused on nuclear waste disposal in the Kara 

http://www.thecordovatimes.com/article/1304treadwell-urges-secure-shipping-in-new-ocean
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Sea. The two companies "are confident that we can safely drill in the Kara Sea and 
avoid hazards from radioactive materials on the seabed", Exxon Mobil said. 

'Strategic imperative' 

The Kara Sea region is remote, sparsely populated and bitterly cold, frozen over for 
much of the year. The hostile climate would make cleaning up a big oil spill hugely 
challenging, environmentalists say. Those fears were heightened recently by the 
Kulluk accident - a Shell oil rig that ran aground in Alaska. But Charles Emmerson, 
an Arctic specialist at the Chatham House think tank, says Arctic drilling is a 
"strategic imperative" for Russia, which relies heavily on oil and gas exports. It is a 
bigger priority for Russia than Alaskan energy is for the US, he says, because the 
US now has a plentiful supply of shale gas. That and environmental concerns make 
the Arctic more problematic for Americans, he told. "In the US the Arctic gets great 
public scrutiny and it's highly political, but in Russia there is less public pressure." 
Russia is rapidly developing the energy-rich Yamal Peninsula, on the eastern shore 
of the Kara Sea. The retreat of Arctic summer sea ice, believed to be evidence of 
global warming, means liquefied natural gas tankers will be able to reach the Far 
East via Russia's Northern Sea Route in future. 

Secret dumps 

On the western flank is a closed military zone - the Novaya Zemlya archipelago. It 
was where the USSR tested hydrogen bombs - above ground in the early days. 
Besides K-27, official figures show that the Soviet military dumped a huge quantity of 
nuclear waste in the Kara Sea: 17,000 containers and 19 vessels with radioactive 
waste, as well as 14 nuclear reactors, five of which contain hazardous spent fuel. 
Low-level liquid waste was simply poured into the sea. Norwegian experts and the 
International Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA) are satisfied that there is no evidence of 
a radiation leak - the Kara Sea's radioisotope levels are normal. But Ingar Amundsen, 
an official at the Norwegian Radiation Protection Authority (NRPA), says more 
checks are needed. The risk of a leak through seawater corrosion hangs over the 
future - and that would be especially dangerous in the case of K-27, he told. "You 
cannot exclude the possibility that there is more waste there which we don't know 
about," he said. Igor Kudrik of the Norwegian environmental group Bellona says 
there is even a risk that corrosion could trigger a nuclear chain reaction, in the worst-
case scenario. 

Other wrecks 

With international help Russia did 
manage to lift the wreck of the Kursk 
submarine after it sank in the Barents 
Sea during exercises in 2000. A 
torpedo explosion and fire killed 118 
Russian sailors, in a drama which 
gripped the world's media. The 
Russian navy was heavily criticised for 
its slow response. But another ill-fated 
Russian nuclear-powered sub - the K-
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159 - remains at the bottom of the Barents Sea, in international waters. And in the 
Norwegian Sea lies the K-278 Komsomolets, reckoned to be too deep to be 
salvaged. Mr Amundsen says Russia is finally giving the radioactive waste problem 
the attention it deserves, and "we're very happy they are focusing on this now". K-27 
was an experimental submarine - the first in the Soviet navy to be powered by two 
reactors cooled by lead-bismuth liquid metal. Disaster struck in 1968, when 
radioactive gases escaped from one reactor, poisoning crew members who tried to 
repair it at sea. This footage from the Norwegian Radiation Protection Authority 
shows the K-27 submarine underwater. Nine sailors died of radiation sickness, but 
the Soviet military kept it secret for decades. 

Data collection 

The navy gave up trying to repair K-27 and scuttled it illegally in 1981 off Novaya 
Zemlya. It lies just 30m (99ft) beneath the surface of Stepovogo fjord - though 
international guidelines say decommissioned vessels should be buried at least 
3,000m down. Last September a joint Norwegian-Russian expedition examined the 
wreck with a remotely operated vehicle (ROV) equipped with a video camera. Some 
other nuclear dump sites were also examined and they found no signs of any leak, 
but the investigations are continuing. Beyond the Kara Sea, Russia is forging ahead 
with exploration of the Arctic seabed, collecting data for a claim to areas beyond its 
waters. Other Arctic countries are doing the same, aware of the frozen wilderness's 
importance as the planet's more accessible resources are depleted. A UN body, 
the UN Convention on the Law of the Sea (UNCLOS), will adjudicate on the claims. 
As if to underline the strategic priorities, Russia is boosting its military presence in 
the Arctic and the Northern Fleet is getting a new generation of submarines, armed 
with multiple nuclear warheads. 

Source: BBC, 25 January 
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