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INDIA AND CHINA IN THE INDIAN OCEAN: A
COMPLEX INTERPLAY OF GEOPOLITICS

SIDRA TARIQ

As the competition between India and China suggests, the Indian Ocean
is where global struggles will play out in the twenty-first century. Like a
microcosm of the world at large, the greater Indian Ocean is developing
into an area of ferociously guarded sovereignty... The Indians and the
Chinese will enter into a dynamic great-power rivalry in these waters with
their shared economic interests as major trading partners locking them in
to an uncomfortable embrace.(t)

— Robert D. Kaplan

Introduction
Today the Indian Ocean Region (IOR) has becomeobtiee pivots of the

global geostrategic agenda. Power and resourcggétsiand a quest for energy
security, emerging environmental and economic ssumcreased interests of
powers like China, and the surfacing of regionawes like India have
accentuated the significance of this region. Indémn, global and regional
commerce is largely dependent on Indian Ocean isea bf communication.
Interrelated security issues principally congregatéhe maritime domain. The

volatility of the region is going to remain a greztallenge in the next few
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decades for both the foreign powers with greatré@sis in the Indian Ocean and
the regional states.

India has progressively soaring aspirations inltitkan Ocean. Its naval
strategy attempts to spread its influence acrossetitire IOR, through high
spending on its naval expansion, augmented tradeirarestments, diplomacy
and strategic ventures. It is bolstering relationth the energy-rich Africa, the
Middle East and Southeast Asia regions to ensgredbnomic steadiness and
great-power ambitions. India is most alarmed an@&hirising interest in the IOR.
Thus, to counterbalance the Chinese influences ispiralling influence and
control over the Indian Ocean choke points throagburity relationships with
key littoral states like Singapore, Mauritius anth&n, to name a few. Through
such strategy, and soft balancing with the UniteteS, India hopes to secure its
own position against a perceived growing Chinesdlehge in the Indian Ocean.

Fuelled by a booming economy, China’s naval powesn the rise again.
China’s pursuit to enhance their maritime controthe IOR has materialized in
the form of both military engagements and activdigpation in the economic
realm. However, China seems to continue with itstrilee of soft power
diplomacy in the IOR. The “blue book” (2013) oudms Chinese naval strategy
and makes a case for China to deepen its econamgggements with the IOR
littoral states. It stresses that Beijing’s intésewill be driven by commercial
rather than military objectives. Nevertheless, @his apprehensive of the
growing Indo-US strategic partnership to countsrinifluence in the IOR region
and elsewhere.

The paper is sectioned into four parts. The first provides an overview
of the geostrategic significance of the Indian cebhe second discusses the
changing dynamics of India’s maritime strategyhe tOR. The third part sheds
light on China’s increased sway in the IOR andulgattendance in the IOR vis-



a-vis Indo-China power struggle. The last chaptegygests possible areas of
cooperation between India and China in the IORgWeéd by a conclusion.

Fig 1.1
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The Indian Ocean is the third largest ocean invibdd, after the Pacific

and the AtlanticRegarded as a large-scale ocean basin-centricnretgi® Indian
Ocean Region is composed of the Indian Ocean ,itseith all of its tributary
water bodies (such as the Persian Gulf, the 8ea the Andaman Sea and the
Malacca Strait), 38 coastal states,” along withldi3dlocked states which are
dependent on the Indian Ocean for transit to aowch fhe sea. On the whole, this
region covers “an area close to 102,000,000 sq2Bdf sea and 1/3 of land),”
thereby representing “20% of the entire globe’sfama, is inhabited by 2.65
billion people, representing 39.1% of the worldigpplation in 2009, and has a
gross domestic product in purchasing power pa@pR-PPP) of $10,813 (US)



billion, representing 15.4% of the world’'s GDP-PRP 2008.®) The Indian
Ocean region endowed with a huge portion of wortdfsand natural gas reserves
and substantial amounts of other mineral and bickbgresources. There are
serious disparities in terms of economic develogmemd internal political
stability between the 36 key and 19 peripheral toemin this region. Along with
trouble-free countries such as Australia, Singa@oré Saudi Arabia, there are
poor and unstable nations like Somalia, Mozambidwadagascar and Eritrea.
The IOR represents a unique blend of diversity @gisgdarities in terms of politics,
population, culture, economy and environment, adl vas a multifarious
geopolitical framework where external powers anchlcstates’ interests deeply
converge?

Regardless of its geographical significance, thsitjpm of the Indian
Ocean in global geopolitics and geostrategy hag leeen sidelined. However,
since the end of the 1960s, this situation has dtiaally shifted. Today, the
Indian Ocean Region has conclusively become an afeaucial geostrategic
importance, and will remain so at least for manguemg decades. This is chiefly
owing to the growing impact in world affairs of Bem Gulf oil and the Indian
Ocean’s sea lanes of communication (SLOCs) andeclpoints, as well as the
fickle regional socio-political environment (militaation, power politics, social
and economic challenges), American’s heavy militamyolvement, China’s
advent on the regional chessboard and India’s ascea real Indian Ocean great
power(®)

While playing as a region of prime interest fomsany far-off states in the
world (such as the USA, the European industrigkestalapan and China), IOR is
also an area where regional states and non-stttes d@ave a growing voice and
therefore have to be taken into account. Moreaer region also represents the
most troubled and dangerous area of the world2009, a total of 170 political
conflicts were recorded in the Indian Ocean Regiepyresenting 46.6% of the



365 conflicts worldwide, with 50% of all the crisesd severe crises in the world,
19 of the 31 high-intensity conflicts (61.3%), aslvas all of the seven wars.” For
many observers of the region, this unstable stunais compounded by foreign
military interventionism and interference in logadlitics; and is also related to
various local factors engendering social and malittensions such as cultural
intolerance, radicalism and terrorism, poverty, imnmental degradation and
conflicts over resources, lack of democracy andkvetate facility®

Holistically, the Indian Ocean can be seen asla aiwd diverse physical

environment, a great medium for transportationjnaportant theatre of military
activities, a vast area of leisure, as well as r@a ander limited legislation and
even less policing. Taking account of these disitrecfeatures of the Indian
Ocean, Bouchard and Crumghrobserve:

1. “As a physical environment, it provides many resesy living and
non-living, on the littoral, at the surface or retwater column, on
the bottom of the sea or beneath it; it is subjecthumerous
physicochemical processes such as the thermohailicelation,
corrosion, dissolution and precipitation; it is cggtible to
pollution (from land and sea activities), degraokati and
destruction of its ecosystems and biodiversitys itoupled to the
atmosphere in the weather and climate patternschwlalso
influence the mean sea levé))”

2. As transportation medium, it provides a unique asfrtest
maritime trade route to the region and the womdcamparison to
other oceans, navigation circumstances in the in@aean are
simple, with the exemption of the roaring fortiesdahe furious
fifties of the Southern Indian Ocean;

3. From military perspective, it provides great oppaity for the
deployment of “naval ships and submarines to shwavflag, as



well as for mining and demining activities, intgnce operations,
naval blockades, rescue operations, humanitari@natpns, ship
inspections, ship escorts, naval patrol and suavsé, anti-
terrorism and anti-piracy operations, naval warfamne projection
of power from sea to land?¥

4. As an area of recreation , it boasts as a centredastal tourism,
water sports, sailing and cruising, as well asifighall of which
add up to significant external revenue for coastahmunities;
and,

5. Finally, “as an area under limited legislation apden less
policing, at least beyond the territorial sea (egiag to a
maximum distance of 12nm from the coastal stataselne), the
Indian Ocean can also be considered as a kind ‘ofiaaitime
frontier’ where many enjoy not only the freedomtbé sea but
also unsecured state control enabling the conduatlarge array
of illegal or grey zone activities (smuggling, pbeng, piracy, and
so on). This is certainly not specific to the Indi@cean, but it
seems to be a problem of greater and growing irapoet in this
particular ocean where low socio-economic condg#ion land and
poor policing capability by the coastal states cimia.”19

Geostrategically, and in contrast with the Atlartid Pacific Oceans, the

Indian Ocean is unique in the sense that it iseclds the north by the Eurasian
continent and that maritime communication to thdsiole world is mostly
constrained by a small number of choke points.
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All marine traffic is funnelled through these vargrrow passages as they
are time-and cost-saving over other routes. Most®foreign navies are based in
these choke point areas to monitor the traffic emtervene whenever perceived
necessary. The American navy and its allies hotchpaent bases in the Strait of
Malacca area, the Persian Gulf and Strait of Horarea, and the Gulf of Aden to
the Suez Canal area, securing vital shipping roatgsnst miscellaneous threats
such as terrorism, piracy, robbery and hijackingv@&ttheless, other forces, such
as the Indian and the Chinese navies, are incigggddecoming prominent in the
IOR.



Indian Ocean: An energy corridor
The Indian Ocean emerges as the bastion of woddauy in the 21st

century. Its maritime routes will fuel the econoraigines of rising Asian powers
like China and India, as well as that of the indabsed world. With the
continuous economic development and political stghn Africa, the continent
will offer further strategic impetus to Indian Ocetaading networks.

Shielding energy networks in the maritime domail, Wiowever, require
a formidable naval presence vital for sea conffbe Indian Ocean is of crucial
strategic value due to its own oil reserves andgdha the Persian Gulf. It not
only serves as the world’s most important energy iaternational trade maritime
route but also a central theatre of naval manoagvor rival powers to augment
their naval strength and forge alliances to offsetopposing side.

The Indian Ocean harbours an array of non-enegggwable and non-
renewable resources. According to estimates, betwew and 2025, the world’s
leading economies would continue to depend onttoedil energy reserves. “Oil
and liquefied natural gas (LNG) are the two witharent naval significance, as
they must be transported by sea.” Being cheaper #my overland substitutes,
maritime transport stands as the ideal choice @asport energy goods. The
Indian Ocean has the world’s largest concentraiolittorals rich in oil and gas
reserves. “The region boasts 80 per cent of thédvggoroven oil reserves and 17
per cent of natural gas. 40 per cent of global sescommerce moves across the
ocean, one-fifth of which comprises oil and gaschEday, over 25 million barrels
of oil transits through the Strait of Hormuz to kieyporters like the US, China,
France, India and Japafi The growing unrest in South and Central Asia has
left the security of overland pipelines extremehcertain thereby increasing the

dependence on sea transportation.



The shifting power dynamics in the
Indian Ocean: Rise of India and China
In the post-Cold War era, both India and China hexeerged as two

strong Asian economies. In order to continue on anbitious path to
modernization, both countries are trying to trameslaheir strengthening
economies into political weight and supra-regioimdluence. Supremacy over
maritime Asia and in particular over the watersassn the Indian Ocean Region
(IOR) and the South China Sea (SCS) has surfacedpmsnary component of
both Beijing and New Delhi’'s strategic rationalheTIOR and the SCS are not
only the world’s key energy and bulk cargo tranmsiites, but also the littoral
states and these waters themselves are rich imthydrocarbon resources.

As China’s national security is increasingly deparidon the safety and
protection of these sea routes to sustain its enandevelopment and growing
power, the People’s Republic has in the past twadies increasingly built up its
regional presence and naval power in both the I®RZCS. India, too, in recent
years, has begun to expand the scope of its IORezkil and gas policy —
particularly focused on the politically challengiRgrsian Gulf region — towards
Southeast Asia, most notably the SCS. In doing\&wy Delhi not only seeks to
gradually diversify its import sources, increasenaval presence, foster relations
with the littoral states in this region, but alsmunteract Chinese presence in the
IOR by getting economically and strategically inxed in Beijing’s maritime
backyardl3) The resulting overlapping interests and the irgirgameddling in
each other’'s maritime backyards have increaseddhger of military conflict in

the already tense Sino-Indian relationship.

India’s maritime strategy
Unlike China’s maritime aspirations, India’s ambitito become a great

maritime power has received far less attention. Thdian factor” could be
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decisive to the future of world politics, securapd stability in the Asia-Pacific
Region. During the last two decades, succeedingaihndeaders across the
political divide have pressed for an enlarged fomughe Indian Ocean. In 2007,
outlining a clear shift in India’s maritime strated’ranab Mukherjee, India’s then
foreign minister, said:

After nearly a millennia of inward and landward dis¢ we are

once again turning our gaze outwards and seawatdsh is the

natural direction of view for a nation seeking ®establish

itself, not simply as a continental power, but eveore so as a

maritime power, and consequently as one that sgsfificance

on the world stagé?

Today, India is pursuing an expansive maritime tsga Indian
expectations are underscored by geopolitical cemaitbns in which one
recurring contextual feature in Indian discourseoaginaval and government
figures is to stress the territorial benefits eeg\by India in the Indian Ocean
Region. Although any hegemonic ambitions are fraetjyedisavowed by the
government, yet strong connotations are evidenifriie key government
officials’ statements. In 2009, Prime Minister Mamiman Singh stressed that
“there can thus be no doubt that the Indian Navtnine the most important
maritime power in this region?® The following year, the then foreign secretary,
Nirupama Rao, in her speech to the National Maetiroundation, argued that
“as the main resident power in the Indian Oceaioreg India is well poised to
play a leadership role” with regard to maritime @y in the regioril®)
Moreover, the then defence minister, A.K. Antorgidtthe 2012 Naval Chiefs
Conference that “India’s strategic location in thedian Ocean and the
professional capability of our Navy bestows uponausatural ability to play a

leading role in ensuring peace and stability inlttttan Ocean Region!”)
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Indian Naval strategy began to take tangible sluvee the last decade in
the form of Maritime Military Strategy for India 89-2014 (1998), Indian
Maritime Doctrine (2004), Navy's Maritime CapabjliPerspective Plan (2005)
and India’s Maritime Military Strategy (200@§)

Limited in its dimension, the 1998 Maritime MilitaiStrategy for India
1989-2014 focused on a framework of defensive déichitoastal ‘sea-denial.’
However, the 2004 Indian Maritime Doctrine encoacga more forceful
competitive strategy for projecting power deepeto iand across the Indian
Ocean. Ambitious in its approach, the Indian MaréiDoctrine talked of India’s
“maritime destiny” and a vision in which a proaetigolicing role was envisaged
for the Indian Navy, enabling it to counter distamierging threats, and defend
SLOCs through and from the Indian Ocean. It was Alsid about ‘attempts by
China to strategically encircle Indi&?

The 2007 Maritime Military Strategy encompassespgégod 2007-22. It
specifies India’s current naval strategy, and wescdbed by its authors as “an
insight and the rationale for the resurgence ofaisdmaritime military power”
that “the professed strategy clearly is premiseddeterrence with offensive
undertones(20) The Maritime Military Strategy seeks to exploietgeographical
advantages accessible to India by espousing amiacapproach to its strategy,
rather than a coastal one.

Motivated by great-power aspirations and strategimnpetition with
China, India is beefing up its naval capabilitiesd asecurity relationships
throughout the Indian Ocean region. It has paidiBgant attention to developing
relationships at the key points of entry or “chgkents” into the Indian Ocean —
the Malacca Strait, Arabian Sea, the Bay of Benjal India Ocean island states,
the Persian Gulf, the principal International SlmgpLanes (ISLs) across the

Indian Ocean, and the choke points leading to eord the Indian Ocea@V
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India’s standing as the most populous country enltidian Ocean region
and its central position in the northern Indian @tédave long contributed to
beliefs about India’s destiny to control its epomys ocean. David Scott, a
renowned strategist, in one of his articles “Ingli&rand strategy for the Indian
Ocean: Mahanian Visiong?? writes that there is now a well-established tradit
among the Indian strategic community that the Indi2cean is, or should be,
“India’s Ocean”. India sees its future as a priatimaritime security provider in a
region extending from the Red Sea to Singapore lzandng a considerable
security role in areas beyond. Indian dream of “Madftarat” (greater India)
stretches as far as Australia.

Unlike the 2004 maritime strategy, spanning 25 getdre new one covers
the next 15 years to come, which its authors beligM secure a balance between
long- and short-term objectives. If effectively ilemented, the strategy will
facilitate India in effectively protecting its natial interests in the oceans and turn

it into a great maritime power by 2022).

India and the geopolitics of the Indian Ocean
Since the 1990s, India has embarked on a majorgumoge to develop a

“Blue Water” navy involving significant increases inaval expenditure.
Compared with the Chinese naval strategy, the imd&sion is more of a post-
Mahan concept, and a postmodernist one. The maéttole of the Indian Navy

is to ensure the country’s free access to the sceawnl secure its dominant
position in the Indian Ocean. This is largely dadndia’s significant net energy
imports. India, the world’s third-largest energynsamer since 2009, imports
26% of the energy it consumes. Conversely, Chiraonts less than 10% of the
energy consumed, according to World Bank data. Gaaally, with 7,500

kilometres of coastline and about 1.63 million ggulometres of its exclusive
economic zone, India is the only major power wittect access to the Indian
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Ocean@¥ India has to take into account four precise sécissues concerning
piracy, disruption, jihadist infiltration, Pakisiatompetition{z® and the influence
of a rising China.

In February 2012, taking note of heightened Indilarm and its counter
efforts vis-a-vis China’s military rise, James (dap the US director of national
intelligence, told a Senate committee:

Despite public statements intended to downplayid@ssbetween

India and China, we judge that India is increasingbncerned

about China's posture along their disputed boraer Beijing's

perceived aggressive posture in the Indian OcedrAaia-Pacific

region(26)

An overt sense of ‘encirclement’ by China througk aippearance of the
Chinese Navy in the Indian Ocean is emerging imalnid is greatly concerned by
the facilities being set up for China in the Indi@oean via allies like Pakistan,
sympathetic states like Myanmar, and susceptildadsstates like the Seychelles.
China is not readily submitting to any Indian sghef influence in the IOR.

Countering threats to Indian naval
expansion in the IOR
To offset emerging threats to its expansion inI@R, India has worked

out a six-fold strategy. The first principle focasen “increasing its naval
spending. Second, strengthening its infrastrucpwesence. Third, increasing its
naval capabilities. Fourth, active maritime diplaya including increased

deployments of these naval assets around the Ir@de@an. Fifth, exercising in
the Indian Ocean; unilaterally or bilaterally, atérally and multilaterally with

other actors. Sixth, keeping open the choke pam#nd out of the Indian Ocean;
in part through its own unilateral deployments, amgart through cooperation

with other relevant choke point countriég)’
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a) Augmenting India’s naval spending
According to Stockholm International Peace Resedmshitute (SIPRI),

India’s military spending has escalated by 66 et over the last decade. India’s
Defence Budget 2012-13 amounted to “US$ 40.440hilli showing a “17.63
percent” increase when compared to last year'sagsitlA keen look at the growth
of Indian defence budget 2012-13 shows that thesfas essentially on naval
build-up. The allocation of $7.8 billion has givdre Navy an all-time high of 19
per cent share of the defence bud¢eMoreover, in local terms India’s military
spending now being channelled into naval purposensiderably greater than
naval expenditures by all other Indian Ocean stptedogether. A key positive
aspect for India in the Indian Ocean is that itoggjclose local geographic
advantages, concentration of forces and prioribmathat amplify the impact of
increased financial expenses. In immediate strategyims, increased spending
shares for the Indian Navy are facilitating furthefrastructure construction and

asset manufacture-purchase.

b) Infrastructural development for naval expansion

India’s geographic edge in the Indian Ocean hagmgivmpetus to the
construction of large naval stations across the.lDRs advantage to India is
being incorporated into its naval infrastructuregrammes on the “mainland (its
Western, Eastern and Southern Commands), the Ldwkslep Islands, and the
Andaman and Nicobar Islands. The Western Commanaded at Mumbai,
focuses on the Arabian Sea.” India is actively pung the construction of
‘Project Seabird’, a specially-dedicated naval béiselian Naval Ship) INS
Kadamba, near Karwar in Karnataka. Upon its congoietthe Indian Navy will
be “able to base 27 major warships there againstatlipresent9 INS
Kadamba’s more southerly location facilitates proogployments into the south-

western Indian Ocean and the Arabian Sea. Navalestg in July 2012 for
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facilities in Gujarat, at Gandhinagar, were seeatsampts aimed at enabling it a
closer look at on the Strait of Hormuz choke ptanand from the Gul®

The Eastern Naval Commandased at Vishakhapatnam in Andhra
Pradesh, concentrates on the Bay of Bengal anddsriconstruction. It has seen
continuous addition of surface ships, aircraft, asubmarinesIn 2005, the
Eastern Command had 30 warships under its win@dyl it had reached 50 and
still growing 31

In April 2012, the Indian Navy commissioned a newsdy INS
Dweeprakshak, on the Lakshadweep Islands for a malrest presence. Once
fully operational, INS Dweeprakshak will have newceft, warships and
helicopters operating from the#é)

The Andaman and Nicobar islands that comprise ahi@glago of 572
islands at the junction of Bay of Bengal and thedd&man Sea, is a Union
Territory of India. “The North to South spread dfiet islands facilitates
domination of the Bay of Bengal, the Six and Temgi2e Channels and also parts
of the Indian Ocean.” In addition to their locaticdhese Islands also have an
“Exclusive Economic Zone (EEZ) of 300,000 sq. kmhu$, any country
controlling these islands would be able to continel Bay of Bengal. Due to their
proximity to South-East Asian countries, thesendtacan serve as a bridgehead
for any country seeking to either attack mainlandid or carry out subversive
activities(33) They also provide the entrance to the MalaccaitSth@kepoint by
only 160 km. Official figures and statements reiterhow the islands give India
‘geopolitical advantage’ and ‘vantage position’ time Eastern Indian Ocean.
Former Indian chief of naval staff Nirmal Kumar e noted how the islands
offer a “vital geostrategic advantage” and a “comdiag presence3%

India’s naval position and use of the archipelagairt has been fortified
in recent years. In June 2011, plans were unvdiedurther expansion and
strengthening for both the naval and air forcesuagtablished on the islands. The
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islands would soon convert into major “amphibiouarfare hub” through the
outset of full-fledged training facilities and theunding of an “integrated sea-
and-land fighting unit for operations in the Indi@tean and its littoral. At
Campbell Bay, on the southerly tip of the archigeland 300 km closer to the
Malacca Strait than the Car Nicobar base, INS Besz opened for naval air arm
operations in August 2012, with immediate plansadr0,000- foot-long runway

that would allow fighter operation$33)

c) Naval capability accretion

As the latest Maritime Strategy has enunciatedjamdNavy has made
very significant advancement towards capabilityreten over the past three
years. Along with a robust pace of purchasing aodstuction, the Indian
government approved in “April 2012 of the five-ydaefence Plan for 2012-17
and the Long-Term Integrated Perspective Plan (EBJIRr 2012-27. Under
these plans, the Indian Navy is aiming to inducterthan 90 fighting platforms
in another ten years.” The arrival of such purchamed indigenously-produced
surface and air platforms is plumping up the cdpgtand reach of the Indian
Navy in the Indian Ocea@®)

In December 2011Foreign Policymagazinenoted that India is planning
to spend “almost $45 billion over the next 20 years 103 new warships,
including destroyers and nuclear submarines. Irtrast) China's investment over
the same period is projected to be around “$2%hifior 135 vessels3”)

In September 2012, the procurement of INS Chaknay@ear-powered
submarine leased from Russia, placed India intoelée group of countries
operating underwater nuclear-powered ved8®8IsThe INS Arihant, India’s
“indigenously designed and developed nuclear-arswdmnarine, is expected to
become fully operational by late 2014. In additid6, warships for the Navy are
in different stages of construction at several whigs in the country. India has
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also begun to induct Russian Nerpa-class submanvigsh will give the navy a
much needed fillip to the submarine fleet and abersibly enhance sea-denial
capabilities.Three stealth frigates — in 2010 (INS Shivalik),gst 2011 (INS
Satpura) and July 2012 (INS Sahyadri) — have bededto the fleet.” In order
to augment naval surveillance outreach in the ItbR,Indian Navy is engaged in
establishing “operational turnaround bases, forvwgrérating bases, and naval air
enclaves” thereif#?

An organized and efficient increase in India’s &mdi Ocean-centred
amphibious capacity has taken place over the deddwearrival in 2007 of “INS
Jalashwa, the ex-USS Trenton purchased from theetlrfstates for $48.44
million, added powerful amphibious landing capacity the Indian Navy.”
Commissioning of three landing ships — “INS Shar@@07), INS Kesari (2008)
and INS Airavat (2009) — also forms part of the alawild-up. These are 125-
metre-long ships that can carry 10 main battle $adk combat trucks and 500
soldiers.” In September 2011 the Cabinet CommitteeSecurity ordered “eight
amphibious assault vessels, to be built in Kolkatadelivery by 2014, probably
to be based at the Andaman and Nicobar Commandtgdad number of swift
and advanced warships are entering into servick thi¢ Indian Navy that are
fitting for Indian Ocean maritime diplomacy as wadl potential conflict0)

India’s naval air arm is not just expanding itshtier component, it is
already expanding its surveillance capacities, ifipalty and primarily with the
Indian Ocean in mind. The setting up in April 2afzan unmanned aerial vehicle
(UAV) squadron at the INS Parundu naval statiortte Tamil Nadu coastline,
extends India’s surveillance capacity in the BayBehgal and northern Indian
Ocean4d)

Something of a race is emerging with China’s owturkel aircraft-carrier
building programme, but such Chinese aircraft iearassets are likely to be
deployed into the West Pacific and South Chinar&teer than the Indian Ocean.
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In contrast, India’s aircraft-carrier capability i®spoke for concentration, and

local superiority, in the Indian Ocean.

d) Use of naval diplomacy

Besides beefing up hard naval power, India hasesstally used its
diplomatic influence to expand its presence inl®R. As former Indian chief of
naval staff explained in summer 2012: “the Indiaavil has been at the forefront
of bilateral and multilateral cooperative engagetmemd diplomacy is a critical
component of our maritime strategy. Given our gepQgical position our natural
paradigm is to architect the stability of our regi¢2)

India’s naval diplomacy comprises wide-ranging &aghes involving
personnel and assets. The personnel level invdiwésm’'s training of naval
officers of other countries, sending its own naoflicers (from Chief of Naval
Staff downwards) on routine trips to these coustrand standard interactions at
the officers’ level. Under agreements with Oman7@)9 United Arab Emirates
(2003) and Qatar (2008), successful naval traimngiven to these particular
Gulf choke point state43)

Cooperation at assets level includes varied cotiperaxamples such as
transport of military apparatus to Maldives, Seyigse and Mauritius, operation
of military installations (Maldives), “the hydrolaml explorations held on behalf
of Indian Ocean micro-island states, patrolling seinsitive straits with local
agreement (Mozambique),” perambulation of EEZs (Mals, Seychelles,
Mauritius) and humanitarian aid provided by theiamdNavy4 Finally, India
has efficiently employed maritime diplomacy in ksoad naval deployments.
These deployments have become conventional meargesenting the flag
throughout the whole region. Such deployments amgnised in India as a

highly discernible way of bolstering its positionthe Indian Oceat?
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e) Naval exercises

India has employed a range of bilateral, trilaterad multilateral military
drills that hold magnitude either characteristigalpolitically, tactically or
operationally. It has entered into emblematic eisesc with local minor states.
Into this category come “the ‘Ind-Indo Corpat’ exises between the Indian and
Indonesian navies which have been held since 1984, India-Thailand
Coordinated Patrol (‘Ind-Thai Corpat’) exercisetire Andaman Sea set up in
2006, and the joint naval exercises carried oul wie Malaysian Navy in 2008
and 2010.” More substantive and strategically dicgmt exercises have been
conducted with other countries. In the east, “ja8itnbex’ exercises, of growing
strength and substance with important strategiclicajons for presence and
choke point control, have been held between Indeh@ingapore since 1993, with
Singapore providing friendly berthing facilitiesrfthe Indian Navy” for entrance
and exit purposes from the Indian Océ&éh.

In view of its heightened concerns about Sri Lab&mg overwhelmed by
Chinese influence, India carried out joint navakrexses with the Sri Lanka
Navy, codenamed ‘Slinex-II" in 2005, 2009 and 20Bilateral India- Maldives
‘Dosti’ symbolic exercises have been organizedesit@91, and became trilateral

with the participation of Sri Lanka in 201%2)

f) Choke points
Indian Maritime Doctrine states:
By virtue of our geography, we are... in a positimn greatly
influence the movement/security of shipping alohg SLOCs in
the IOR provided we have the maritime power to aloGontrol of
the choke points could be useful as a bargaining ah the
international power game, where the currency oftany power

remains a stark realit§®
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Fig 2
Chinese and Indian presence in the Indian Ocean anBlouth China Se&?°
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The strategic pivot of India’s Maritime Military @tegy specifically
includes “the choke points leading to and from lindian Ocean — principally
the Strait of Malacca, the Strait of Hormuz, theatbtof Bab-el-Mandeb and the
Cape of Good Hop€39)

As for the Strait of Malacca, India’s hold over Bl@mr and Andaman
islands gives it direct entrée and potential chpket control of the northern
approaches to the Strait. The Indo-US convergeasec: by the agreement in
2002 for the Indian Navy to conduct American shmgpithrough the Strait
enabled US patrol vessels to be redeployed foramddcean-based operations
over Iraq and Afghanistan. Furthermore, India’srieetding of the local Strait
states Malaysia, Indonesia and Singapore, inclugiimg exercises and friendly
deployments in the Strait area with them, holdsi§cance. Since 2000, India
has been upbeat in deployments into the South Gea&?)

India is also active in the Strait of Hormuz whariihas established close

military relations with Oman, which provides diremtcess to the Strait. Since
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2003, India has been concluding defence pacts @iittan dealing with training,
maritime security cooperation and joint exerciddge Thumrait airbase has been
employed by Indian Air Force for shipment purpoaad Oman has offered the
Indian Navy berthing facilities in support of apiracy patrols. In 2008, India
also entered into a security agreement with Qgtest, inside the Gulf, that
included maritime security, intelligence sharingydalndian commitment to
asserting Qatar’s place in any prospective sitndt

The Strait of Bab-el-Mandeb is a standard parindidn Navy’s strategic
outreach up into the Red Sea and beyond. Indiang watchful of this strategic
choke point. “Indian naval visits to Djibouti haven maintained; in 2002
(twice), 2003, 2004, 2005, 2007, and 2009. Joiet@ses with other nations like
France (2005, 2007) and Russia (2009) in the GulAden” has also led the
Indian Navy out into these choke point waters. @itspatch of the aircraft-carrier
INS Viraat to the Gulf of Aden in August-Septem2€09 was aimed at ‘power
projection.®3)

Finally, as regards the Cape of Good Hope, Indm foatered military
collaboration with South Africa. The Defence Co@tem Agreement of 2000 is
one such example. Activities by Indian Navy arowtidthe main choke points
have not institutionalized its unilateral authorityowever, they have helped
fostering an ability and willingness to keep thepeiw. As for the Malacca Strait,
it also gives India the ability to block (China’s-salled ‘Malacca Dilemma’)

trouble-free Chinese admission into the Indian @d®a

Indian advancements in the South China Sea
In 2012, suggesting that with the security of tiadiaon’s economic assets

at stake in South China Sea, the Indian Navy cAemiral D.K. Joshi, said:
“We [the Indian Navy] will be required to be theaead we are
prepared for that(®)
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Apart from the estimated massive hydrocarbon reserves of the SCS,
India’s involvement in the SCS is for security oamtime supply lanes through
the Strait of Malacca through which six per centrafia’s hydrocarbon imports
are shipped. Through SCS, India seeks strategiarerd to the Pacific Ocean and
a ‘tit-for-tat encirclement’ of China in partnerphwith close diplomatic allies in
the region, particularly Vietnam and the Philipgné view of the recent Sino-
Philippines tensions, India in recent years haseesingly strengthened bilateral
relations with Philippines, involving a certain deg of regular Indian naval
presence in the Southeast Asian archipelago cauntry

India and Vietham have enjoyed friendly relatiomsce the Cold War.
Both countries attribute much strategic value teirthies over their common
concern about rising China. Apart from its econoaticactiveness as an oil- and
gas-rich country, Vietnam’s strategic location lesidg the northern to the
southern part of the contested SCS and Hanoi'saedi of China are also in
political terms important factors in India’s devgilog strategy in the SCS) In
October 2011, India and Vietnam proclaimed theiategic partnership, which
was followed by an announcement of joint India—N#@hese hydrocarbon
exploration drilling in the South China Sea, dragveriticism and warnings from
the PRC. Apart from their energy cooperation, bathntries have strengthened
military cooperation as Hanoi invited the presenténdian Navy vessels in its

claimed waters in the SGS)

Indo-US alliance in the IOR
China is not the biggest Great Power challengehélhdian Ocean for

India. Instead, given its military presence in Bahy Diego Garcia, and Western
Australia, the United States is the power that stlh ‘shape’ Indian Ocean

events. However, in view of a tangible Chinese gmes in the IOR, the US has
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been tolerant of a rising Indian position in thelibm Ocean. As one Pentagon-
commissioned report explained in 2012:
There is broad consensus within Washington andiDe#tt each
depends on the other to sustain a favourable gicaggjuilibrium
as Chinese power rises... increased Indian capedili
particularly with respect to the Indian Navy’s caipato provide

security in the Indian Ocean, are in US interésts.

Rise of China as a naval power in the IOR
The talk about Chinese push towards the seas ltasnigea burning issue

for many western scholars and policymakers. Dutirgglast decade, China has
taken up an active naval strategy directed towastablishing trade, bases, and
ships and building up of a powerful navy with diga However, China seems to
continue with ‘soft power’ diplomacy in regions autjing vital SLOCs. They
have reached out to countries throughout SouthmadtSouth Asia, and their
efforts have yielded a fair measure of success.

While its interests may prompt China to attemptatnass hard naval
power in these regions, it is worth pointing outtfa) capabilities will not match
Chinese intentions any time soon; (b) Chinese nasggirations in the Indian
Ocean region will run afoul of those of India; gyl China must address matters
in East Asia before it can apply its energies tiddng up naval forces able to vie

for supremacy in the Indian Ocean regfon.

Energy — China’s paramount strategic interest in IR
Energy security is the supreme concern animatingesk interests in the

Indian Ocean. The nation’s energy use has more dbabled over the past two
decades, exacerbating its dependency on energytsnpacording to US Energy
Information Administration, China is the world'scead-largest consumer of oil
behind the United States, and the second-largesinperter of oil as of 20099



24

In a report, RAND Corporation estimated that oin@ad in China is projected to
grow at an “average annual rate of 3.8 percentndutihe period 1996-2020,
increasing consumption from 3.5 million barrels gay (mb/d) to 8.8 mb/d®)

This demand for energy resources has brought tréousn domestic
political pressure on China to ensure an uninteediflow of energy. Chinese
officials have sought out supplies of oil and gadaa away as the Persian Gulf
and the Horn of Africa. The security of the wateywatretching from China’s
coastlines to the Indian Ocean has taken on spaalialy importance for Beijing.

Complex geopolitics is also at work. While Sinoibmd relations have
seen steady improvement since the late 1990s, geoglacalculations have long
furnished a backdrop to bilateral ties. India i8 ttominant power in the Indian
Ocean region, and given its great-power poteniiatould very well rise to
become a peer competitor of China over the long.t&iven these dynamics, any
Chinese attempt to control events in India’s geplgi@vicinity would doubtless
meet with Indian countermeasures. The Chinese nem®ghat India’s energy
needs, which resemble China’s own, could prodtd iero-sum competition at
seal®2)

Chinese thinkers, moreover, voice special conceab®ut India’s
geopolitical ambitions beyond the Indian Ocean. gkding to the Chinese
scholar Hou Songlin, India’s ‘Look East Policy’ tavd the Association of
Southeastern Nations (ASEAN) carries maritime icgilons. While New Delhi
is focusing on economic cooperation for now, theosd stage of its eastern-
oriented strategy will expand into the politicaldasecurity realms. Indeed, he
prophesises that Indo-ASEAN cooperation on coustertism, maritime
security, and transnational crime fighting représgpart of an Indian “grand
strategy to control the Indian Ocean, particulénly Malacca Strait(®3)

Another Chinese observer, Zhu Fenggang, postullagtdndian maritime

strategy envisions aggressively extending navasions from coastal regions to
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blue-water expanses. For Zhu, New Delhi’'s objestiveclude: (1) homeland
defence, coastal defence, and control over marigo@omic zones; (2) control
of the waters adjacent to neighbouring littoratesta(3) unfettered control of the
seas stretching from the Hormuz Strait to the Mada$trait in peacetime, and the
capacity to blockade these chokepoints effectivielywartime; and (4) the
construction of a balanced oceangoing fleet abf@dgect power into the Atlantic
Ocean by way of the Cape of Good Hope and intddmfic by way of the South
China Se#*

Confronting the US: China’s security dilemma in IOR
In October 2011, US President Obamranounced that America would

rebalance its global strategy and “pivot to Adfal”’Soon after that, the then
defence secretary, Leon Panetta, indicated thabdiie of the US Navy would
redeploy from the Atlantic to the Pacific Ocean.

By 2020, the navy will reposture its forces fronddg's roughly

50-50% split between the Pacific and the Atlanti@about a 60-40

split between those oceans... That will include sigraft-carriers

in this region, a majority of our cruisers, desa®; combat ships

and submarine§s

These moves are widely seen to be designed to eo@fina's growing
power and influence as well as marked assertivenassits maritime
neighbourhood.

The Chinese have also devoted substantial attertborthe security
dilemma posed by the US Navy's dominance of thé Bigas stretching from the
Persian Gulf to the Indian Ocean to the South Cl8ea. With an increase in
naval conflicts and America’s naval upsurge, Clsrepprehensions over access
to the straits have heightened. In an emergencyneSé military experts
contemplate the US and its regional allies couloselthe straits to shipping,
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depriving China of crucial resources, particuldHg Malacca Strait, the maritime
portal for virtually all of China's Persian Gulf Ig¢") and that eventuality
preoccupies Chinese thinking. Proclaims Shi Hongtao

From the perspective of international strategy, ieaits of

Malacca is without question a crucial sea routé With enable the

United States to seize geopolitical superioritystniet the rise of

major powers, and control the flow of the world’®e/gy... It is no

exaggeration to say that whoever controls the tStfaMalacca

will also have a stranglehold on the energy routeCaina.

Excessive reliance on this strait has brought gronmant potential

threat to China’s energy securi¢.

Some Chinese strategists consider the Indian Caeamnena in which the
US will strive to contain China’s broader aspirasoThey appraise Washington’s
military realignment in the Asia-Pacific region istark geopolitical terms.
Applying the “defense perimeter of the Pacific” ioglaborated by the then US
secretary of state Dean Acheson in the early Ccdd Y&ars, they see their nation
enclosed by concentric, layered island chains. Uhiged States and its allies can
encircle or block China from island strongholds whepowerful naval
expeditionary forces are based. Analysts who taidh @ view conceive of the
island chains in various ways. For example, marseplers see Guam and Diego
Garcia as an interactive island basing dyad thables the US to shift forces
deftly from northeast Asia to theatres as remotafeasa and backé®)

Despite the presence of all these challenges, Gkingll aware that for
now, these dilemmas remain largely in the realralsftract speculation. First, the
Chinese recognize that a steady flow of energyuregs is an international public
good and that everyone would suffer should thidipgmod be interrupted. Only
in extreme circumstances such as a shooting war dasvan would the US
resort to a naval blockade even assuming it coudttergood on a blockade.
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Second, China is superior to India across mosté@sdof national power, allowing
it to exert pressure to counter India’s nauticalb@ions(’® The recent Sino-
Indian rapprochement, furthermore, promises to tmpompetitive forces

between the two resurgent powers.

Is Chinese ‘soft power’ policy response enough?
China’s actual and rhetorical responses to itsggneulnerabilities and to

its great-power relations with India and the UShie Indian Ocean suggest that it
is crafting a sophisticated, long-term strategy ealmn part at securing its
maritime position.

Through a well-calculated policy, it adheres toci@m that it is pursuing
a “peaceful rise” to great-power status. This helgsuage fears in Asian capitals
of China’s naval buildup, which in short order h@®duced a leap in combat
power. Beijing has fashioned a maritime diplomdwt bestows legitimacy on its
naval aspirations in Southeast and South Asiasueig littoral nations skeptical
of Chinese proclamations; undercuts America’s cl&nrule the waves in the
region; and appeases Chinese nationalism, helgingaintain its rule. This
represents an impressive use of soft pawer.

However, a rising number of Chinese maritime expdike Yan
Xuetond” and Zhang Wenmbelieve that trade has always been inseparable
from naval dominance, furnishing the basis for gpEaver ascendancy. These
experts believe that China must foster its navatlenmization programme that
will allow the PLA Navy to rival the navies of tmeajor powers.

In order to assert control over the SLOCs travgrSouth and Southeast
Asia, the PLA Navy needs to add certain platformgg order of battle, beyond
those needed to mount a contested zone in theASast littoral. At present, the
PLA Navy possesses only enough surface combatants @nventional

submarines to serve as the nucleus for a modesteamissile navy consisting of
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at most three to four combined strike groups. Gdenmaritime experts believe
that the PLA Navy stock needs increased number oflem frigates and
destroyers. Despite its impressive progress, th® Ravy still has fewer than 20
modern surface combatants, the most useful assetsfrolling the seas. Serial
production of cruisers and destroyers would sigratfidence in PLA Navy
hardware, encouraging Chinese leaders to deploy unaits farther offshor€&?3)

China needs more “Organic Naval Air Power.” Its nauffers from three
interrelated weaknesses that could be best revessembust naval aviation. First,
‘maritime domain awareness’, the US Navy’s termdurof oceanic surveillance,
is the key to effective SLOC defence. Over the zmrisurveillance and targeting
remains a weak spot for the PLA Navy, even in hovagrs where it enjoys the
luxury of nearby land- based sensors and airc&dtond, despite the navy’'s
recent advances in anti-air and anti-submarine amayf PLA Navy surface
combatants remain highly vulnerable to attacks frmmdern submarines and
aircraft. Third, the most glaring gap in the invawytis the absence of sustainable,
long-range combat power. A concerted effort to ttgver acquire plentiful long-
range aircraft and ship-based helicopters for maitsurveillance, patrol, and
anti-submarine warfare missions will be necessafpre China can hope to
assert control over SLOCs beyond the waters adjageéts mainland?4)

Besides, more combat logistics platforms are regliAt-sea sustainment,
i.e. the ability to refuel, rearm, and take on &sounderway is a recurrent
deficiency of the PLA Navy. A fleet of “forward-depled oilers, ammunition
ships, and refrigeration ships” will be one of ttexisive elements if China seeks
to position itself as a leading power in the Ind@cean basif>)

However, for now, as it expands its interests m lttdian Ocean, waging
vigorous soft-power diplomacy and backing maritiaias with material power,

China will lack the capacity for overt naval compen in the region for some
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time to come, and the pace and scope of its desvih that ocean will be limited

by priorities far closer to home.

“String of pearls” strategy: an exaggerated
Chinese factor in the IOR

In the mid-1980s, China began implementing planbuitd a blue-water
navy. Although focused on protecting its interaéstihe western Pacific Ocean, in
particular the Taiwan Strait, this development dlas long-term implications for
India. China’s naval capabilities now exceed Ingliay a considerable margin in
both quantitative and qualitative terms. Howevesr ability to project power into
the Indian Ocean is severely limited by the distaftom ports in southern China
and lack of logistical support in the Indian Ocean,well as China’s need to
deploy to the Indian Ocean through choke pointsncjpally the Strait of
Malacca. China’s perceived attempts to overcomsetsérategic limitations in the
Indian Ocean region have been called its “Strin§edrls®) strategy. This term,
widely used in American and Indian diplomatic affiic@l circles, refers to bases
and seaports scattered along the sea routes linkend/liddle East with coastal
China, amplified by diplomatic connections with lsgtes in these regions.

China has been developing political relationship$ @@mmercial interests
in the Indian Ocean region for some years with tmable littoral states,
including its de factoalliance with Pakistan and good political and ecnito
relations with Myanmar, Bangladesh and Sri Lankecdkding to Indian claims,
the “string of pearls” strategy includes the GwaRart in Pakistan, electronic
intelligence gathering facilities on islands in tliBay of Bengal, funding
construction of a canal across the Kra Isthmushail@nd, a military agreement
with Cambodia and building up of forces in the $oGhina Sea. These “pearls”

are to help build strategic ties with several caestalong the sea lanes from the
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Middle East to the South China §&kin order to protect China’s energy interests
and security objectives.

However, many analysts are sceptical of Indianntdaiabout China’s
intentions in the northern Indian Ocean, partidylassertions of a Chinese naval
presence in Myanmar and the Andaman Sea. Many €labout Chinese “ports”
or “bases” appear to be exaggerated or groundldss.Chinese navy has no
historical tradition of projecting power beyond st waters. It has built no
aircraft-carriers and has no intercontinental barsbié has only a very small fleet
of in-flight refuelling and airborne command andchtrol aircraft and has only a
relatively small number of blue-water naval combataessel$’8) While China
may well desire to have the capability to projeclitary power into the Indian
Ocean region, it seems that it will be a long wbidore such capabilities come to
fruition.

Despite these questions about China’s intentiorss e@apabilities, the
“string of pearls” theory is widely followed in NeWelhi. China’s relationships
in the Indian Ocean region are often not perceivedthe Indian security
community as being a legitimate reflection of Clsmeommercial interests in the
region or its strategic interests in protectingStsOCs across the Indian Ocean.
Instead, many perceive China’s regional relatigmshas a plan of maritime
“encirclement” of India or otherwise intended toefe India strategically

preoccupied in South Asia.

Indian response to Chinese supposed ‘encirclement’
India has responded to China’s perceived Indiana@atrategy in several

ways. First, as noted above, it is expanding ite pawer projection capabilities.
Second, it has sought to pre-empt the developmgr@Hhina of security

relationships in the Indian Ocean through the dgvekent of India’s own

relationships in the region. For example, in Felyuz012, India hosted naval
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exercises with 14 Indian Ocean countries on theafmah and Nicobar Islands.
Pakistan and China were not part of it. India sbapending $2 billion to set up a
military command on Andaman Island®.

In the southwestern Indian Ocean region, it hasnélly terms with
Mauritius, is developing security ties with Madagms and Mozambique, is
bolstering maritime security relations with Frareed South Africa and has a
growing presence in Antarctica. Despite America’eedominance in the
northwestern region, India is developing secumations there, particularly with
Qatar (which sits inside the Persian Gulf), and @rvehich sits on the Strait of
Hormuz at the head of the Persian Gulf). Indiadefence agreements with both
these countries and since 2008 has enjoyed bertiginig in Omarigo)

The two island chains that dominate the centralamdOcean are the
British-administered Indian Ocean Territory (whibbsts the US air and naval
base on Diego Garcia) and the Maldives. In the Mak] since 2009 the old
British airbase on Gan island has been accessiblgst by Indian reconnaissance
and surveillance aircraftV

Third, the Strait of Malacca, which represents g &eoke point between
the Indian and Pacific Oceans, forms a focus ofalednaritime security plan in
the northeast Indian Ocean. The Malacca Straitnis of the world’s busiest
waterways and constitutes a crucial trade routevdxst East Asia, Europe and
Middle East. The Strait is largely within the téorial waters of Singapore,
Indonesia and Malaysia. India’s security relatiopshn the region are anchored
by Singapore which sees India as having an impbs@curity role in the region,
acting as a balance to other extra-regional powectiding China, the United
States and Jap#&i# The Indo-US nuclear deal and regular joint navareises
are also aimed at containing China’s rise in tiggore

In the wake of 9/11 terrorist attacks (Septembé120at the invitation of
the United States, India took a security role iagtie Strait through the provision
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of naval escorts for high-value commercial traffigs part of the US-led
“Operation Enduring Freedom.” Since then, India bagn careful to position
itself as a benign security provider in the Stradiowever, India’s official

justification for its interest in the Strait — thiat ‘securing the Strait from threats
of piracy and terrorism’—holds little watép) It is evident that India’s interest in
the Strait is primarily motivated by a desire tchance its role as the leading
maritime security provider in the Indian Ocean godentially control access to
the Indian Ocean. However, the littoral states - amparticular, Malaysia —

have resisted giving India a formal security roleéhe Strait.

IOR and the way ahead
Devising a way ahead for IOR maritime security, letaddressing the

challenges of the ‘Asian century’ in an atmospha@reompetition and distrust, is

not going to be easy. The lack of maritime domairvaillance, intelligence and

enforcement capabilities and capacity among IOResté&s a major problem.

Regional cooperative mechanisms are at best fraigah@md incomplete. In some
quarters, there is suspicion towards, and a relaed of willingness to engage
with external powers. Emerging human and envirortalegecurity concerns

combined with common interests in maritime tradd #re need for ocean-based
resources suggest that the maritime domain offezsniost likely prospect for

progress to be mad#)

While much of the Indian Ocean has been encompasstiin the
Exclusive Economic Zones (EEZs), territorial seaghe archipelagic areas of
regional states, much of the ocean remains pattieofglobal square; and states
maintain the right of freedom to transit most areasler national jurisdiction.
However, many regional states lack capacity anduregs; they are unable to
effectively manage and protect their maritime zoaed have little capacity to
contribute to broader common security. Many extepwavers have significant
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and legitimate interests in the Indian Ocean, aeg have the capacity to assist in
providing maritime security to protect their own darothers’ interests.
Consequently, there is a need to involve exterrahgss in IOR security
arrangements. A classic dilemma of regionalism userglobalism is presented
here(®) The seeds for IOR maritime security cooperatiom @ilaboration lie, in
part, in dealing with this dilemma. The challengdd construct regional security
arrangements that will provide enduring and flexilmhechanisms to facilitate
principally maritime security cooperation in orderprotect expanding and major
common interests.

China’s prolonged material weakness along the sa@de troutes could
allow Washington and New Delhi to forge a near-tenaritime partnership with
Beijing. Cooperation in areas such as disastegfreharitime domain awareness,
and counterterrorism could lay the groundwork fonare durable partnership in
maritime Affairs.

In his book, Samudra Manthan: Sino-Indian Rivalry in the Indo-
Pacific(8®) Indian analyst Raja Mohaexplores the dynamics of Sino-Indian
maritime competition in the expanded theatre ofltitm-Pacific and argues that
the Indian Ocean would be heavily influenced by ithle of the United States,
which continues to be the dominant power in theoregRaja Mohan ascribes a
critical role to the US in determining the eventoatcome of the Sino-Indian
maritime rivalry. In this triangular relationshijpe explores the possibility of
China and the US finding a modus vivendi which reayve India isolated. On the
other hand, China could well turn the game by resglthe long-standing border
dispute with India and thus enabling a more codperaather than competitive
maritime relationship. Cooperation in areas suchdasster relief, maritime
domain awareness, and counterterrorism could laygiioundwork for a more

durable partnership in maritime affairs.
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Concluding reflections
Driven by the rising power projection goals in Miane Asia, both China

and India have largely been expanding their naudbtfup to secure economic
and strategic interests in the waters of maritinsta/etween the Indian Ocean
and the South China Sea. This has resulted inaeasing overlap between Sino-
Indian interests. Distrustful about each other’'gotives, the uneasy relationship
between the two emerging giants and the interggpatitonomic and strategic
interests have been leading to a gradual increaskei naval presences of both
countries within the IOR.

Although, still conceived for solely economic pusps, the location and
nature of China’s and India’'s engagement in theaters and sensitive naval
standoffs not only point to an increasing militation of their maritime
engagement, but also to their potential militarywalaclashes sometime in the
future. China and India will try to limit the esaibn and scale of those conflicts
in order not to risk any damage to their emergiognemies. Both Beijing and
New Delhi have contingent energy, economic and r#gcinterests in their
claimed maritime backyards and beyond which the dauntries are not likely to
back off from. Moreover, the American factor is @al in determining the Sino-
Indian competition in the IOR. The US, China andianhave all declared,
through strategy, an intent to remain diplomaticaticonomically and militarily
engaged in the region, making it a point of strat@gncture. The extent to which
they are in coalition, coexistence or clash in igion could set the agenda for
global security in what many nations have dubbedAisian Century.’
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