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Today In Undersea Warfare History: 

1929: Near New London, CT, 26 officers and men test Momsen lung to exit submerged USS S-4.


Announcement: The November general election is less than 90 days away. To register, request a ballot, and vote absentee go to www.FVAP.gov to complete your Federal Post Card Application (FPCA). It takes less than 10 minutes to complete using the online registration and absentee ballot assistant. Help spread the word!
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U.S. Undersea Warfare News

TacSat-4 participates in Navy fleet experiment Trident Warrior

Phys.org, Aug. 29

U.S. Naval Research Laboratory's Tactical Satellite-4 successfully completes three weeks of intense testing, June 28, as part of the Navy's annual Trident Warrior Experiment 2012 (TW12). TacSat-4 is a Navy-led Joint mission that provides Ultra High Frequency (UHF) satellite communications (SATCOM). 

Sponsored by Navy Warfare Development Command, Trident Warrior is an annual fleet experiment focused on gaining valuable insights to improve future capability investments. This year's agenda included at-sea experimentation of critical maritime initiatives, and developing or improving tactics, techniques and procedures to aid maritime forces.

Kicking off the three-week experiment, NRL personnel conducted TacSat-4 SATCOM testing and training aboard the U.S. Navy amphibious assault ship, USS Essex (LHD 2) and at Marine Corps Tactical Systems Support Activity (MCTSSA), Camp Pendleton, Calif.

Training and testing was successfully completed for multiple UHF SATCOM operations between Essex and Marines ashore using the Enhanced Manpack UHF Tactical (EMUT) Conical Logarithmic Spiral Mobile (CLSM) Antenna, an antenna typically used by Marines aboard in the Landing Forces Operations Center (LFOC) to communicate with forces ashore. Marines ashore were afoot and in a High Mobility Multipurpose Wheeled Vehicle (HMMWV) equipped with 'eggbeater' omni-antenna using standard PRC-117F, PRC-117G radios.

MCTSSA based operations with fielded Marines in HMMWV using vehicle mounted PRC-117F radio and dismounted Marines using PRC-117G, PRC-152 and PRC-148 radios, performed multiple voice and data SATCOM operations through TacSat-4. This included SATCOM to a simulated Forward Operating Base (FOB) or headquarters network for Voice over Internet Protocol (VoIP), chat and file data transfers.

A fielded TacSat-4 Portable Ground Terminal (PGT) enabled this SATCOM to network interface. The PGT uses the same components as the deployed Joint Base Station. MCTSSA personnel also trained on the NRL Virtual Mission Operations Center (VMOC) and successfully submitted satellite tasking via the VMOC mission-planning tool.

Week two testing evaluated the military utility of TacSat-4 for multiple types of UHF SATCOM equipment aboard Essex while sailing from San Diego, Calif., to Pearl Harbor, Hawaii. SATCOM voice communications were successful between Essex and MCTSSA using two separate systems—a portable PRC-117F radio in the LFOC connected to a CLSM EMUT Antenna and a WSC-3 radio/MD-1324 modem connected to an OE-82 antenna. 

During the final week, NRL personnel conducted TacSat-4 SATCOM operations between U.S. Navy submarine USS Olympia (SSN 717) and the submarine Broadcast Control Authority-Pacific (BCA-PAC). Voice testing was successfully performed at all power levels. Data testing used the submarine's standard data mode for UHF SATCOM communication.

Aboard Essex, TacSat-4 SATCOM voice testing continued with the Marines as the ship approached O'ahu, Hawaii. The 3rd Battalion, 3rd Marine Regiment located at Kaneohe Bay on Marine Corps Base Hawaii (MCBH), participated in this testing. Collectively, operators onboard Essex and ashore at MCBH again demonstrated voice SATCOM using both the ship's SATCOM system—the WSC-3 and OE-82 antenna—as well as using the Marines' on-ship PRC-117F radio in the LFOC attached to the ship's CLSM EMUT antenna.

Trident Warrior 2012 is a key component for the TacSat-4 Military Utility Assessment (MUA). Demonstrating ship-to-shore SATCOM with Marines, including On-the-Move Marines, and sub-to-BCA SATCOM was integral in showcasing the potential that TacSat-4 has for joint operators.

TacSat-4 was designed to augment current geosynchronous satellite communications using its highly elliptical orbit to by provide coverage in the high latitudes as well as to selectable theaters throughout the world. TacSat-4 is a single prototype satellite so coverage is not continuous.

The Office of Naval Research (ONR) sponsored the development of the payload, the first year of operations and experimentation in Trident Warrior for Navy's MUA. The Operationally Responsive Space (ORS) Office funded the launch and Joint MUA.
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Historic World War II submarine USS Cod assured of future home on Cleveland lakefront

Cleveland.com, Aug. 30

CLEVELAND, Ohio — Representatives of the USS Cod Submarine Memorial were assured by city officials Wednesday that the World War II vintage vessel will continue to be a valued part of Cleveland's lakefront, easing some concerns regarding the attraction's future. 

Paul Farace, memorial director, has wondered about the impact of a proposed office complex on city-owned property where the Cod is docked, ever since the Geis Cos. of Streetsboro announced those development plans earlier this month. 

Farace said the Cod's current location draws many of its 25,000 annual visitors from people who park at Burke Lakefront Airport and spot the sub while walking to the nearby Rock and Roll Hall of Fame and Museum. 

He and other Cod representatives met Wednesday with Ward 3 Councilman Joe Cimperman and Chris Warren, chief of regional development for Mayor Frank Jackson. 

Farace said he was assured by Cimperman and Warren that the Cod is an integral part of the lakefront. 

"The Cod is a very important treasure," Warren said after the meeting. "We are committed to a continued presence of the Cod on the lakefront, and we will work with the Cod toward that goal." 

But Farace noted he was asked to be open to the possibility of moving the memorial elsewhere on the lakefront. 

Geis officials were not at the meeting and have not returned calls over several days for comment. 

Farace said the Cod pays the city $375 a year to rent a 25-car parking lot along the 312-foot dock where the Cod is berthed. The site also includes a small grassy area for exhibits and maintenance facilities, and where commemorations, weddings, funerals and holiday events are held. 

The Cod, which sank 15 Japanese ships during World War II, came to Cleveland in 1959 as a Navy Reserve training vessel. When the Navy decommissioned the sub in 1972 and announced plans to scrap it, a local "Save the Cod" campaign was launched and the memorial created in 1976. 

Farace said the Cod Memorial has been designated as a National Historic Landmark. 

Farace said he was not aware of the proposed office development until he read about it in The Plain Dealer. 

"Every time a lakefront master plan is introduced, nobody comes to us and asks, 'How does your operation work?' " Farace said. "Nobody understands how the Cod works, except for us." 

After the meeting, Farace said he was cautiously optimistic regarding the future of the Cod. 

"They told me that any place you go, or if you stay, you'll get the things you require to maintain and preserve the Cod," Farace said. 

"When they say they like the Cod, and they want it to remain a vital part of the lakefront, what more can we ask for?" 
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Future Chiefs Get Their Chance To Shine

Kitsap Sun, Aug. 29

BREMERTON — The USS Turner Joy has been decommissioned for three decades, but visitors this week to the storied vessel on the Bremerton waterfront wouldn't know it.

Crews are manning the watch. The mess hall is filled with Sailors. Pillows and sleeping bags fill the bunks below deck.

It's all part of a tradition known as Heritage Training, in which a hand-picked group of future Navy leaders work as a team on community projects, including refurbishments aboard the ship.

"It's a real honor," said Brett Eversmann, a deep sea diver from eastern Oregon who is stationed at Bangor, as he polished the brass wheel of a hatch on the Turner Joy's deck. "Just to remember where we've come from, those who've died to make the Navy and our country what it is today."

The 32 Sailors chosen are among about 300 that have been selected for promotion to the rank of chief in the Navy. The idea is to bring them together from all sections of the Navy — air, surface and submarine — with high-ranking chiefs to instill leadership skills through projects.

"We say in the Navy, 'We need to train the reliefs,'" said Brian Schell, command master chief for Navy Region Northwest.

This year is the first that new chiefs worked aboard the Turner Joy. In the past, many have traveled to Boston to serve similarly aboard the USS Constitution. But the boat is only so big, Schell said, and so new chiefs have gone to work aboard more local ships like the Turner Joy, the USS Midway in San Diego and the USS Missouri in Honolulu.

Since the Turner Joy's decommissioning, "It's the first time this many Navy personnel have lived on this ship for this long," Bremerton Historic Ship Association Director Steve Boerner said.

The 32 are doing community service projects, team-building exercises and lots of personal training. This week, they cleared graves at Ivy Green Cemetery in West Bremerton and volunteered at Retsil Veterans Home in Port Orchard.

The Turner Joy, as well, is getting quite the makeover. Refurbishment projects all over the ship are being performed and most visible Wednesday was a shine from bow to stern thanks to some heavy-duty cleaning and polishing.

"We have the manpower, between the 32 of us, to make that happen," said Ahron Arendes, a submariner and Navy mass communication specialist from St. Louis.

"It's a great chance to reconnect with Naval heritage and history," added R.J. Hakes, an explosive ordnance disposal technician from Aurora, Colo. who is stationed on Whidbey Island. "And a chance to fix this ship up, bring it back to life."

Aspiring chiefs tested for the promotion in January. Once the results were out, a Navy board judged them and also used other personnel records to determine if he or she was ready for the rank of chief.

In July, about 300 people from Navy installations from Whidbey Island to Bremerton learned they were in line for the promotion.

But only 32 of those are hand selected to go through the Heritage Training.

The new chiefs will be formally "pinned" Sept. 14 at a ceremony at the Kitsap Sun Pavilion.
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Contract Law Gives U.S. Government Options For Automatic Cuts: Report

Reuters, Aug. 29

WASHINGTON -- A little-known aspect of U.S. contract law may provide a road map for how the Obama administration can implement billions of dollars of automatic budget cuts due to take effect in January without having to pay massive change fees to its contractors.

U.S. courts have found that the government has certain contractual rights because of its sovereign standing, including the right to unilaterally change the terms of its contracts, delay or stop work on contracts or terminate them outright, a congressional report found.

Companies would be entitled to some compensation for contract changes in some cases, according to a report by the nonpartisan Congressional Research Service that was issued in April but has not been made public until now.

In other cases, "the government could potentially avoid liability for actions that delayed or increased the costs of the contractor's performance because it acted in its sovereign capacity," said the report, which was completed in April but has not been widely publicized or circulated.

The report could be bad news for U.S. weapons manufacturers and others, who have warned that the U.S. government could face billions of dollars in change fees if it is forced to renegotiate thousands of contracts as a result of $1.2 trillion in automatic budget cuts that are due to take effect on January 2 under a process known as sequestration.

Top defense industry executives have met repeatedly with Defense Secretary Leon Panetta and White House officials to get details on how the Obama administration plans to implement the additional budget cuts, which became mandatory after lawmakers failed last year to agree on other deficit-cutting plans.

They say the uncertainty is depressing their ability to invest, hire new workers or look at possible new acquisitions.

Government officials usually prefer bilateral contract modifications, but federal contract law also gives the government the flexibility to reduce order quantities in the event of funding gaps or budget cuts, according to the report.

"The government has broad contractual and inherent rights that give it some flexibility in responding to funding gaps, funding shortfalls, and budget cuts," the report said.

It said the government could avoid change fees in certain contracts, including certain indefinite-quantity deals that set a minimum quantity of goods or services to be bought from the contractor, but do not spell out the total buy in advance.

The report said other contracts give the government the express or implied right to change the quantity of goods or services to be purchased, to delay or accelerate performance of a contract, or to scrap the contract outright -- all without incurring liability for breaching the contract.

It said a 25 percent cut in one service contract was deemed to be within the general scope of the contract, but cuts of 50 percent and 73 percent to other procurement programs were later found to be beyond the scope of the changes clause.

"While there is no "bright-line test" for determining when a change is within the scope of the contract, the greater the magnitude of the change, in comparison to the total work called for, the more likely it is that the change will be found to be beyond the scope of the contract," the report found.

If the reductions were found to be within the scope of the contract, any downward adjustments could make the government eligible for downward price adjustments,

One congressional source familiar with the report said the defense spending reductions being discussed now were estimated to be around 10 percent each year, well below the 25 percent cut level that had already been deemed allowable.

The sophistication of the products involved was also a factor, the report noted in a footnote, citing a court case brought by General Dynamics Corp against the government in which the court found that changes that increased the price by 165 percent and extended the contract by three years were to be "expected in a contract for nuclear submarines."

The report did note that government contracts were subject to interpretation by various courts and boards of contract appeals, which have had differing opinions on recovery of costs.

It said individual contracts could also contain specific terms that were contrary to the general rules of contract law, and which would generally prevail over more standard terms.
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Navy Makes Final Decision To Employ Up To Four Sonar Surveillance Systems

Inside Defense, Aug. 29

The Navy has made a final decision to employ up to four sonar surveillance systems after weighing the operational, scientific, technical and environmental implications, according to a Federal Register notice issued this morning.

The Surveillance Towed Array Sensor System Low Frequency Active (SURTASS LFA) sonar will have certain geographical restrictions and monitoring designed to reduce potential adverse effects on the marine environment, the notice reads.

The SURTASS LFA relies on active sonar, or sending out sound waves and listening for them to bounce back, which can help detect a submarine before it gets close enough to attack.

Environmental groups said in the past, the active sonar could damage whales' and dolphins' hearing, disorienting them and leading to injury or death. They asked for strict rules about where and how the Navy could use sonar, first in a 2002 lawsuit and then again in 2007, and the courts obliged in a series of decisions.

"The Secretary of the Navy and Chief of Naval Operations (CNO) have continually validated that Anti-Submarine Warfare (ASW) is a critical part of that mission -- a mission that requires unfettered access to both the high seas and littorals," Joseph Ludovici, principal deputy assistant secretary of the Navy for energy, installation and environment, wrote in an Aug.15 record of decision on the SURTASS system. "In order to be prepared for all potential threats, the Navy must maintain ASW core competency through continual training and operations in open-ocean and littoral environments."

"The range at which U.S. ASW assets are able to identify submarine threats is decreasing and, at the same time, improvements in torpedo design are extending the effective weapons range of those same threats," Ludovici added.
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International Undersea Warfare News

China’s Real Blue Water Navy

China is building a two-layered navy with a high-end Near Seas component and a limited, low-end capability beyond. It is not poised to speed across the Pacific to threaten America.

The Diplomat, Aug. 30

China’s navy is not poised to speed across the Pacific to threaten America the way the Soviet Union once did, if not worse. This despite Peter Navarro and Greg Autry’s over-the-top polemic,Death by China: Confronting the Dragon—A Global Call to Action, in which they claim that “[T]he People’s Republic is moving forward at Manhattan Project speed to develop a blue water navy capable of challenging the U.S. Navy.”

Such statements lack basis in fact and present an ideal strategic teaching moment to remind analysts and policymakers that Beijing’s evolving naval structure and operations yet again show that China is not working off a traditional European, Soviet, or American naval development playbook. Even its most nationalistic and ambitious strategists and decision-makers do not seek what they would term a “global Far Oceans blue-water type” navy any time soon. Yet it is also misleading to argue, as one scholar recently did in The National Interest, that “All but the most hawkish hawks agree that the Chinese military will not pose a threat to the United States for decades.” This is off the mark from the other direction—albeit in a considerably more subtle and thoughtful way. As a rare People’s Liberation Army (PLA) delegation visited Washington recently for a series of official meetings, it is important to understand where China’s military is headed and why—particularly at sea, where U.S. and Chinese military platforms encounter each other most frequently.

Here is the critical point that both writings miss entirely—China’s military, and navy, are not high-end or low-end across the board. Rather, in addition to domestic security/homeland defense, they have two major layers:

1. China has already developed, and continues to develop rapidly, potent high-end navy and “anti-Navy” capabilities. Like their other military counterparts, they are focused almost entirely on contested areas close to home.

2. It is also developing low-end capabilities. They are relevant primarily for low-intensity peacetime missions in areas further afield.

These two very different dynamics should not be conflated.

The second area has attracted headlines recently. China is in the process of developing a limited out-of-area operational capability to extend political influence and protect vital economic interests and PRC citizens working abroad in volatile parts of Africa and other regions. In essence, China seeks the bonus of being able to show the flag outside East Asia without the onus of assuming the cost and political liabilities of building a truly global high-end naval capability.

But while selected PLA Navy (PLAN) vessels make history by calling on ports in the Black Sea and Mediterranean to include first-ever visits to Israel and Bulgaria, the majority (like the rest of China’s armed forces) are focused on areas closer to home—primarily still-contested territorial and maritime claims in the Yellow, East China, and South China Seas. From a Sino-centric perspective, these are, logically, the “Three Seas,” or “Near Seas.”

It is here, and largely only here—at least in a direct sense—that U.S. and Chinese military maritime approaches conflict. As an established superpower that has played a critical role in establishing the post-War world order, Washington seeks to work with allies, friends, and potential partners to maintain a single global trade system by preserving unfettered access to a secure commons for all, and to prevent the threat or use of force from being used to resolve political or territorial disputes. As a great power that feels wronged by recent history, Beijing seeks space to rise again and reassert control of previous claims by carving out a Near Seas zone of exceptionalism in which established global maritime norms do not apply.

Given Beijing’s substantial focus on issues unlikely to be resolved anytime soon, it is hardly surprising that there are no reliable indications at this time that China desires a truly-global blue water navy akin to that of the U.S. today, or which the Soviet Union maintained for some time, albeit at the eventual cost of strategic overextension. China does seeks to develop a “blue water” navy in the years to come—but one that is more “regional” than “global” in nature. Chinese strategists term this a “regional [blue-water] defensive and offensive-type” navy.

China has three key interests in the maritime domain. The first concerns the Near Seas (primarily the East and South China Seas) and their immediate approaches in the Western Pacific, where China vies for regional influence with maritime neighbors such as Japan, Vietnam, and the Philippines, as well as the U.S. Fault lines are hardening in regional maritime disputes, as shown by the July 2010 ASEAN Regional Forum, where the bloc betrayed a deepening schism between the countries such as Cambodia, which are largely continental in their strategic orientation, and/or share land borders with China; and those such as the Philippines which share disputed maritime claims with Beijing but enjoy the buffers of water and alliance with the Washington.

Second, China’s natural resource supply chain has become truly global, and in areas such as the Indian Ocean region Beijing faces threats from pirates and non-state actors. Key areas of interest are the deep-water passages through Southeast Asia—especially the Malacca, Sunda, and Lombok straits—and the key shipping lanes of the Indian Ocean emanating from the Persian Gulf, Red Sea, and Eastern Africa. The PLAN’s ongoing anti-piracy mission in the Gulf of Aden is the centerpiece example of a limited out-of-area naval operation in pursuit of China’s national interests.

Third, a growing number of Chinese citizens are working abroad in volatile areas, where a growing constellation of Chinese-owned economic assets have been invested. As the PLAN becomes more capable, there is growing nationalist pressure for Beijing to show the flag in support of PRC expats under threat from civil strife and other dangers. The result is that in future crises, the PLAN is likely to respond as it did in February 2011 when the missile frigate Xuzhou was dispatched to the Mediterranean to signal that Chinese citizens trapped in Libya could not be harmed with impunity.

Based on these potential contingencies, we believe Beijing is building a navy to handle a high-intensity conflict close to home where it can be supported by its large fleet of conventionally-powered submarines and shore-based missiles and aircraft. Vessels such as China’s soon-to-be-commissioned aircraft carrierand Type 071 amphibious assault ships could be helpful in certain limited conflict scenarios against far-less-capable opponents—particularly in the South China Sea. Yet these large but limited capital ships’ most likely use will be for handling missions geared toward:

1. The regional mission of showing the flag in disputed areas and attempting to deter potential adversaries;

2. Handling non-traditional security missions both in the East Asian/Western Pacific and Indian Ocean regions such as suppression of piracy, protecting/evacuating Chinese citizens trapped abroad by violence, and disaster response; as well as

3. Making diplomatically-oriented cruises such as the recent visits to Black Sea ports, which are aimed at showing the flag and showing foreign and domestic audiences that China is becoming a truly global power.

By contrast, there is currently little evidence that China is building a blue water capability to confront a modern navy like the U.S beyond the PLAN’s East/Southeast Asian home-region waters. Beijing is accruing a limited expeditionary capability, but is not preparing to go head-to-head with U.S. carrier battle groups outside of East Asia and the Western Pacific. There are a number of key indicators of Chinese progress toward building a strong regional navy with limited global operational capabilities, including:

1. Global Command, Control, Communications, Computers, Intelligence, Surveillance and Reconnaissance (C4ISR) and satellite positioning, navigation, and timing (PNT). These are the sinews that knit modern military operations together. C4ISR facilitates both communication among one’s own forces and detection and targeting of enemy forces. PNT facilitates placement of platforms and guidance of weapons. With the rapid development and launching of new satellites in its Beidou/Compass system, China will achieve Asia-Pacific coverage by the end of 2012 with an initial five-satellite Beidou-I constellation. It appears poised to meet is goal of global coverage by 2020; 13 Beidou-II satellites have been launched to date, with 11 already operational of the 35 needed for full coverage. This is a necessary but not sufficient metric: PNT and C4ISR can help to support a wide range of military operations, and will not in themselves confer blue water presence.

2. Anti-submarine warfare (ASW). Detection and targeting of enemy underwater systems is facilitated by increasing numbers and quietness of long-range nuclear-powered submarines (SSN). Key indicators include construction of SSNs and additional deployment of these and other surface aerial platforms with significant demonstrated ASW capabilities; as well as acquisition of maritime patrol aircraft and operation from nearby carriers or land bases and defended by surface-to-air missiles (SAMs), etc. to protect these assets. This is an under-appreciated but vital metric. For instance, conventionally-powered submarines—even with the air-independent power (AIP) that China’s Yuan-class likely possesses—simply lack the speed and stamina to be effective long-range power projection platforms. To date, while it is conducting extensive research on acoustics and related areas, China has made little progress in ASW, and appears to avoid competing here for fear of wasting resources on immature and inadequate approaches. Its existing nuclear-powered submarines remain relatively noisy, though follow-on variants may be less so.

3. Area air defense. Additional advanced surface vessels with long-range area air defense systems and aircraft to support radar can extend the protective envelope surrounding naval task forces. Already equipping its most advanced surface vessels with relevant missiles, China might compensate for lack of proximity to land-based missiles forces on extended missions with increased Soviet-style adoption of long-range anti-ship cruise missiles in surface vessels. Introduction of improved hardware variants and increasing practice of their utilization is critical to increasing capability.

4. Long-range airpower. Increased airpower projection requires development/procurement of strike and long-range transport aircraft to operate off carriers/land bases overseas, aerial refueling capabilities, and related doctrine and training programs. Possible airframes include long-range stealthy bombers and helicopters—areas of particular Chinese weakness today.

5. Production of military ships and aircraft. In addition to heightened production at existing facilities, accruing meaningful numbers of long-range vessels and airframes would likely require China to establish new, modern shipyards dedicated to military ship production or expand military-dedicated areas in co-production shipyards; as well as to improve facilities/practices for manufacturing aircraft and aeroengines. Aeroengines remain one of the Chinese defense industry’s Achilles’ heels, and are extremely difficult to master, but represent an area that the world’s three top-tier firms (General Electric, Pratt & Whitney, and Rolls Royce) are unlikely to supply the PLA.

6. At-sea replenishment. A strong contingent of replenishment ships is vital for supporting expeditionary operations, but the PLAN currently has only three long-range replenishment vessels, according to Jane’s. By contrast, the U.S. Navy has a fleet of 32 long-range combat replenishment vessels and other support ships. Given underway replenishment vessels’ relative similarity to commercial ships and China’s large commercial shipbuilding capacity, Beijing is fully capable of surging production of these at any time. As such, its replenishment vessel construction rate will be a particularly revealing barometer of the PLAN’s future expeditionary intentions.

7. Remote repair. Ability to conduct sophisticated repairs on ships and aircraft, either through tenders or overseas facilities, is critical to sustaining them far from home. China has not established significant capabilities in these areas, however, and will have to make a major effort to do so.

8. Operational readiness. Manifold efforts are required for China to satisfy this criterion: more complex, joint exercises; coordinated multi-axis anti-ship/carrier operations; steady deployment to vulnerable sea lanes to increase presence, familiarity, and readiness; and more long-range training missions. China is moving gradually in this direction, but still has a long way to go.

9. Overall capacity. Development here hinges on complex and difficult development of “software,” which is typically even harder to develop than “hardware.” Maturation of advanced levels of increasingly joint PLA doctrine, training (e.g., more all-weather, over-water, attack training for pilots), and human capital will be needed.

10. Overseas facilities. As relates to several of the metrics outlined above, true blue water capabilities likely require acquisition of “places,” if not full-fledged “bases,” e.g., in the Indian Ocean. Beijing has merely tiptoed in this area, however, primarily out of political principle and caution. It remains to be seen to what extent it will be willing to cultivate the alliances and bear the economic and political costs, as well as the security vulnerabilities, that such an extraterritorial infrastructure entails.

Reaching these various benchmarks will require strategic focus, resources, effort, and time. Beijing is approaching some milestones already, but may well not reach others at all for the foreseeable future. The vast majority of these instructive indicators will be readily visible to observers around the world—not just in government circles, but outside as well. That leaves major opportunities for analysis and understanding—and few excuses for conflation of the underlying factors at play.

The PLAN is acquiring the hardware it needs to prosecute a major regional naval showdown. Simultaneously, an increasingly-capable, but still limited number, of vessels can fight pirates, rescue Chinese citizens trapped by violence abroad, and make “show-the-flag” visits around the world. But the PLAN is not set up to confront the U.S. at sea more than 1,000 miles from China. Even if the PLAN surged production of key vessels such as replenishment ships, the resources and steps needed to build a globally-operational navy leave Beijing well over a decade away from achieving such capability in hardware terms alone. Building the more complex human software and operational experience needed to become capable of conducting large-scale, high-end out-of-area deployments could require at least another decade. Meanwhile, however, China’s challenges at home and on its contested periphery remain so pressing as to preclude such focus for the foreseeable future.

The bottom line is that China’s present naval shipbuilding program aims to replace aging vessels and modernize the fleet, not to scale-up a modern fleet to the size and composition necessary to support and sustain high-end blue water power projection. China is building a two-layered navy with a high-end Near Seas component and a limited, low-end capability beyond, not the monolithic force that some assume.
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Marines Join Anti-Drug Effort In Guatemala

AP, Aug. 29

GUATEMALA CITY -- A team of 200 U.S. Marines began patrolling Guatemala’s western coast this week in an unprecedented operation to beat drug traffickers in the Central America region, a U.S. military spokesman said today.

The Marines are deployed as part of Operation Martillo, a broader effort started last Jan. 15 to stop drug trafficking along the Central American coast. Focused exclusively on drug dealers in airplanes or boats, the U.S.-led operation involves troops or law enforcement agents from Belize, Britain, Canada, Colombia, Costa Rica, El Salvador, France, Guatemala, Honduras, the Netherlands, Nicaragua, Panama and Spain.

“This is the first Marine deployment that directly supports countering transnational crime in this area, and it’s certainly the largest footprint we’ve had in that area in quite some time,” said Marine Staff Sgt. Earnest Barnes at the U.S. Southern Command in Miami.

It was 50 years ago when the U.S. military last sent any significant aid and equipment into Guatemala, establishing a base to support counter-insurgency efforts during a guerrilla uprising. That movement led to 36 years of war that left 200,000 dead, mostly indigent Maya farmers. The U.S. pulled out in 1978.

Guatemalan authorities say they signed a treaty allowing the U.S. military to conduct the operations on July 16. Less than a month later an Air Force C-5 transport plane flew into Guatemala City from North Carolina loaded with the Marines and four UH-1 “Huey” helicopters.

After two weeks of setting up camp, establishing computer connections and training at the Guatemalan air base at Retalhuleu, the Marines ran through rehearsal exercises, Barnes said. Last week, their commander “gave us the thumbs up” to begin active operations, he said.

This week the Marines have been patrolling waterways and the coastline, looking for fast power boats and self-propelled “narco-submarines” used to smuggle drugs along Central America’s Pacific Coast. U.S. officials say the “drug subs” can carry up to 11 tons of illegal cargo up to 5,000 miles.

Col. Erick Escobedo, spokesman for Guatemalan Military Forces and Defense Ministry, said that so far the Marines have brought about the seizure of one small-engine aircraft and a car, but made no arrests. He said he expected the Marines to in Guatemala for about two months.

If the Marines find suspected boats, Barnes said, they will contact their Guatemalan counterparts in a special operations unit from the Guatemalan navy that will move in for the bust. Barnes said the Marines will not go along on arrest missions, but they do have the right to defend themselves if fired on.

Eighty percent of cocaine smoked, snorted and swallowed in the U.S. passes through Central America, according to the Drug Enforcement Administration. Eight out of every 10 tons of that cocaine are loaded on vessels known as “go fasts,” which are open hulled boats 20 to 50 feet long with as many as four engines, according to the Defense Department.

In a recent congressional briefing in Washington, Rear Adm. Charles Michel said the boats, carrying anywhere from 300 kilograms to 3.5 metric tons of cocaine, typically leave Colombia and follow the western Caribbean coastline of Central America to make landfall, principally in Honduras. In the Pacific, the same type of vessels will leave Colombia or Ecuador and travel to Guatemala, Panama, Costa Rica or Mexico, Michel said.

“We fight a highly mobile, disciplined and well-funded adversary that threatens democratic governments, terrorizes populations, impedes economic development and creates regional instability,” he said, noting that authorities are able to stop only one out of every four suspected traffickers they spot.

Drug Enforcement Administration special agent Jeffrey Todd Scott said that although the agency has supported Operation Martillo, it has no agents working in Guatemala beyond its normal in-country presence.

This month’s Guatemala operation by the Marines comes soon after raids under an aggressive enforcement strategy that has sharply increased the interception of illegal drug flights in Honduras resulted in the death of one person in June and four in May.

U.S. officials said a DEA agent fatally shot a suspected drug trafficker in late June as he reached for his gun in a holster during a raid in a remote northern part of Honduras. That operation resulted in the seizure of 792 pounds of cocaine, the officials said.

A raid on May 11 killed four people, whom locals claimed were innocent civilians traveling a river in Honduras at night. Honduran police said the victims were in a boat that fired on authorities. The DEA said none of its agents fired their guns in that incident.

Both Honduras and Guatemala are struggling with widespread corruption that weakens their rule of law, according to recent State Department reports.

“We’re concerned about the impact on Guatemalan civilians, many indigent, who are stuck in the middle of this conflict between drug traffickers and a Guatemalan military known to associate with criminals,” said Kelsey Alford-Jones, director of the Guatemala Human Rights Commission/USA in Washington.

Guatemala has widespread institutional corruption, “including unlawful killings, drug trafficking, and extortion; and widespread societal violence, including violence against women and numerous killings, many related to drug trafficking,” according to a recent State Department report.

The Marine operation is the largest in Guatemala since U.S. military aid was first eliminated in 1978, halfway through the civil war. Over the years, the U.S. Congress has approved limited funding for training Guatemala’s military response team for natural disasters.

U.S. law says Guatemala can regain aid once Secretary of State Hillary Clinton certifies Guatemala’s military is “respecting internationally recognized human rights” and cooperating with judicial investigations of former military personnel and with the U.N.-backed International Commission Against Impunity in Guatemala.

Associated Press writer Romina Ruiz-Goiriena reported this story in Guatemala City and Martha Mendoza reported from Santa Cruz, Calif.
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Russian Naval Exercises in Barents Sea

Marinelink.com, Aug. 30

Russian Navy Northern Fleet (NF) surface ships with a nuclear submarine accomplish tactical training tasks in the Barents Sea. 

The exercise was held by a search/attack ship group comprising ASW corvettes Naryan-Mar and Onega. The crews practiced search for a nuclear-powered submarine and "destroyed" her by antisubmarine weapons. 

During the exercise, the crews have effectively performed torpedo firing and depth charge release drills, as well as practiced joint maneuvering, cooperation and inter-ship communication. 

For the crews of ASW corvettes Naryan-Mar and Onega, the recent exercise was a good opportunity to prepare for coming combat training activities to be held with NF surface ships, submarines, naval aircraft, and coast defense troops all involved. 
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