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INTRODUCTION

The Indian Ocean has witnessed from the sixteenth century onwards, an
influx of extra-regional forces vying for supremacy over ome another
and over the littoral states. These powers sought, in accordance with their
perceived strategic and economic interests, total domination of the region.
In this they abided by a concept, voiced subsequently by Admiral Alfred
Thayer Mahan that, “Whoever controls the Indian Ocean dominates Asia.”
It was thus that the Portugese, who maintained an ocean-going navy, were
able to secure command of the sea in 1503 AD after the Battle of Calicut,
despite being chased out of coastal waters repeatedly by the Indians.
Consequently Portugese were able to secure a foot-hold in India.

Today the Indian Ocean is witnessing a similar situation where extra-
regional forces are seeking to secure domination of the Ocean and its littoral
in pursuit of their respective strategies. The region has witnessed a heavy
influx of weapons and weapon systems, and employment of the same in
consonance with the interventionist and imperialist policies of powers having
no more justification for their actions than their very might.

In the last fifteen years, the security environment of the Indian Ocean
and its littoral states has undergone a steady deterioration. Extra regional
powers have not only contributed to this deterioration, but also stand poised
to take advantage of the situation like their predecessors a few centuries
ago.

With the exception of Australia, all the states on the Indian Ocean
littoral belong to the underdeveloped/developing Third World. Having once
gained independence from their colonial masters, these nations are again
being subjugated to the will of the super powers whose military forces
saturate the region. While India and some other nations have argued for
making the ocean a “Zone of Peace” and worked for the same by advocating
the ideologies of non-alignment and regional co-operation, these powers have
been inexorably driving it instead into a “Zone of Conflict”.

* This article won the first prize in group ‘B’ of the USI Gold Medal Essay Competition
1988-89.
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The region remains poised today on the brink of conflict, which may
directly scar the littoral nations and their people. In this scenario, let us
examine India’s role in the context of Indian Ocean security.

THE REGION

The Indian Ocean spans from the East coast of Africa to the West
coast of the Philippines, from 20° E to 120° E longitudes and from 25N
to 45 S latitudes. It covers 28.3 million square miles, encompassing 20.7%

of the world’s sea area and 14% of the earth’s surface, and houses almost
one-third of the world’s population.

The region comprises 36 littoral and 11 hinterland states, all of which
(except Australia) belong to the underdeveloped/developing categories. They
were without exception a part of the colonial empires of west European
nations for the best parts of the 19th and 20th centuries. These states are
nascent nation-states with their vulnerabilities and instabilities heightened
by their underdeveloped status.

Access to the ocean is through the broad “gateways” at the southern
extremities of Africa and Australia, and through the narrow “choke points”
of the Suez canal/Horn of Africa and the Malacca Straits. Every year around
30,000 ships travel the sca routes through the Indian Ocean, including some
1500 tankers.

Towards the north of the ocean beyond the littoral states lie the Soviet
Union and China, two communist powers hostile to each other and at
ideological conflict with the western world. The Indian Ocean also constitutes,
in strategic terms, the soft underbelly of the Soviet Union.

ECONOMIC VALUE

Traditionally, the oceans have been used as a medium of trade and
commerce, as a dumping ground for wastes from human habitations, as
a source of food through fishing, and as a platform for power projection.
With advance in technology, the oceans now provide an extensive source
of energy, food and minerals.

The world offshore oil production has been rising steadily over the
years. It was about 15% of the world’s total production in 1969 and rose
in a little more than a decade to nearly 23% in 1980. It is further estimated
that 50% of the world’s oil will come from the seas by the turn of the
century Further discoveries of hydrocarbons are expected (o be in the seas,
or else in the unexplored regions of the Third World. India’s crucial
dependence on the Indian Ocean for its economic development may be seen
by the fact that nearly 40 per cent of its oil energy needs come from the
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offshore installations both on the western as well as eastern seaboards. Nearly
97 per cent of India’s foreign trade (which in 1987-88 represented a monetary

value equivalent to 15 per cent of the GNP) is carried across the Indian
Ocean.

The world demand for food and its production lie in a delicate balance
presently. The world’s seas offer a vast treasure house of food by the
cultivation of marine plants and the husbandry of marine animals. The seas
also provide a vast bed for minerals, such as manganese, copper, tin, zinc,
lead, gold, silver, molybedenum, platinum, cadmium, etc.

In comparison to the Pacitic and Atlantic oceans, the beds of the Indian
Ocean are less exploited and provide untapped economic resources.

STRATEGIC VALUE

The strategic value of the Indian ocean can be seen at two levels.
At the first level, the region provides a platform to the superpowers to
pursue their biplanar strategies. Since the advent of the USA and USSR
as super powers in the post World War II era, there has been an ideological
conflict between the two which has been translated into political, economic
and military spheres. This struggle manifested itself in military force structures
and postures, nuclear, and conventional arms race, militarisation of space,
political alignments, economic competition, etc. The Indian Ocean region
- its area, people and resources - is just another ground for super power
conflict, albeit a safer one for the western world which itself would be safer
from the consequences of a destructive conflict in the Indian Ocean region.
This shift in the epicentre of conflict from Europe to the Third World region
is emmnently suitable to the developed world in pursuing their interests.

The Indian Ocean region is strategically, the soft underbelly of the
Soviet Union, and as such provides the US with certain advantages in the
likelihood of a full-scale war between the two. It also provides the US with
an advantageous position from which to carry on its antisatellite operations
in the “Star Wars” programme. The Indian Ocean is thus an important
feature of the super power biplanar strategy at the direct conflict plane.

On the second level, the Indian Ocean is the target for the centuries
old imperialist policies of the western world. Third World nations are
inceasingly asserting themselves in international affairs, and the non-aligned
movement has been taking them further out of the western sphere of
influence. This would necessarily cause a loss in perceived power and prestige
of the developed nations. In order to maintain their influence, the developed
nations feel the need to dictate the world’s politico-economic order, and
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to control and influence the Third World in such a way as to subvert their
interests to those of the developed world.

In pursuit of this strategy, there has been a constant western and
particularly US intervention in the issues and affairs of the Third World.
This intervention has been in the form of direct military action, where troops
alien to the country in which the war was fought took active part, and indirect

military action in the form of arms supplies, political moves and gunboat
diplomacy.

US PRESENCE IN THE INDIAN OCEAN

US military presence in the Indian Ocean commenced in 1948 with
abase in Manamah (Bahrain). From the sixties, major US naval units have
been frequently entering the Indian Ocean. Some major events in US military
build-up in the Indian Ocean are outlined below:

1962 - During the Sino-Indian war, a task force of the Seventh fleet was
ordered mto the Bay of Bengal.

1963 -  US carrier, submarines and surface ships participated in CENTO
exercise “Midlink” in the Arabian Sea, though the US was not
a member of CENTO.

1964 - The CONCORD sqn sailed into the Indian Ocean. A joint US-
Iranian exercise was also held this year in which 6800 US officers
and men including 2300 paratroopers participated.

1968 - Establishment of US military base at Diego Garcia.

1971 - US carrier task force from the Seventh fleet entered the Bay of
Bengal during the Indo-Pak war to coerce New Delhi.

1972 - Indian Ocean declared as the “Zone of responsibility” of the US
Pacific Fleet.

1974 - 50 US ships participated in CENTO “Midlink” manoeuvres.

1975 - Task group of the Seventh fleet carried out exercises in the Persian
Guif.

1977 - “Midlink - 777, joint exercises of US, UK, Iran and Pakistan, held
in North Arabian sea. Creation of the RDF initiated by Presidential
Directive-18, on Aug 24.

1971-79 In this period 20 carrier groups of the US visited the Indian Ocean.

1979 -  One aircraft carrier group deployed on a permanent basis from
April onwards.

1980 - 80 US and allied warships present in the region. US launched
the abortive Force Delta into Iran.
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1983 - US CENTCOM created (with, ultimately, 440,000 troops assigned
to it, including three aircraft carrier battle groups).

1987 - 100 US and allied warships present in the region, with direct
intervention in the Persian Gulf War.

Until 1977, the US military posture seemed to imply that its interests
were served by naval deployments. However, after the Ogaden war the US
was probably convinced of the need for force .dedicated for intervention
in Third World situations. This took shape in the form of the RDF (Rapid
Deployment Force). The fall of the Shah of Iran and the Soviet entry in
Afghanistan quickened the pace of the RDF build-up, and caused the US
to shift its focus on south-west Asia.

In January 1983, the US went one step further and created US
CENTCOM (Central Command) which has 4urisdiction’ over 22 countries
of SW Asia and NE Africa. This was also the first regional command in
30 years. It is intended for sustaining US interests in the Indian Ocean
region, especially in south west Asia.

The US has bases and facilities at Diego Garcia, Philippines (Clark
Air Force Base and Subic Bay), Kenya (Mombasa port and airfield, and
Nanyuki air base), Somalia (Berbera and Mogadishu), Oman (Muscat and
Masirah), Bahrain, Saudi Arabua, Sinai, Singapore, and Australia (NW Cape
and Cockburn Sound).

The US has consistently maintained a large military presence in the
Indian Ocean, using the excuse of protecting its interests in the Gulf War
and the Soviet intervention in Afghanistan as a cover for its own imperialist
and interventionist policies. Consequent to the Soviet withdrawal from
Afghanistan and the settlement of the Gulf conflict, the US will have to
search for new justifications and may be expected to take up “other interests”

in the region after some initial period of part disengagement in actual
deployments.

SOVIET MILITARY PRESENCE

Soviet military presence in the Indian Ocean has steadily increased
sinice its first entry into the region in 1968. The Soviet Union has been
handicapped, however, by the lack of permanent bases and has had its supply
lines stretched over long, interdictable routes.

In tactical as well as strategic terms, a large Soviet naval presence
in the Indian Ocean would be disadvantageous in the context of any conflict
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with the US, which would be in a strong position to overcome any Soviet
naval force in the region. However, Soviet naval presence in the region has
enjoyed a limited success so far. It provides a countervailing presence, as
in the case of 1971 and 1973 crises. It has also been used in the context
of regional conflicts. In 1973, a Soviet naval contingent was despatched to
Iraq during its border clash with Kuwait. In 1977-78, the Soviet fleet
supported air operations in the Ogaden war. In 1981, the Soviet Union

reinforced its naval presence in Mozambique following a South African
incursion.

The Soviet Union possesses bases/facilities in Ethiopia (Assab, Massawa
and Dahlak Island), Mozambique (Maputo, Nacala and Beira), and Vietnam
(Da Nang, Cam Ranh Bay). In the recent years Soviet naval presence in
the Indian Ocean basically transient in nature, has shown significant decline.

FRENCH MILITARY PRESENCE

France is the only western nation other than the two super powers
to operate an Indian Ocean fleet. The French Indian Ocean fleet comprises
a large number of auxillaries, enabling the fleet to patrol the Indian ocean
for long periods of time without the benefit of major bases. At times, the
French presence in the ocean rivals that of the Soviet Union. French naval
activity in the Indian Ocean in fact represents about 30 percent of the total
French naval activity. If necessary, France could deploy a well balanced fleet
including nuclear armed and powered submarines in the region.

France has two main bases in the Indian Ocean - Djibouti and
Reunion. Djibouti is strategically located between the Red Sea and the Gulf
of Aden. It has a substantial French military presence, including a major
air force base at Ambauli. Reunion Island provides C* facilities and a support
base for the French Indian Ocean fleet. If required, this could be developed
into a major military facility. France also possesscs a number of other islands
in the Indian Ocean which could be used as bases. France has created its
own RDF recently.

BRITISH INTERESTS

In the late sixties, Britain withdraw its forces from the Indian Ocean
but proclaimed British Indian Ocean Territories (BIOT) to assist its allies.
In this context, it leased Diego Garcia to the US which has since developed
it into a major base. Britain has maintained several pacts for defence co-
operation in the region and has participated in CENTO “Midlink”
manoeuvres alongwith the US. After the outbreak of the Gulf War, Britain



428 U.S.1. JOURNAL

has kept several naval units in the region. It has also pursued the policy
of creating its own RDF.

CHINESE CAPABILITIES

China has displayed interest in the naval capabilities of the littoral
states by active defence co-operation. It has supplied missile boats to Egypt,
Tanzania, Pakistan, Sri Lanka and Bangladesh, and submarines to Egypt.
There is a possibility of further development of Chinese interests in the

region, followed by deployment of SLBM’s and acquiring of bases and
facilities.

REGIONAL NAVAL POWERS

The growth of naval power of the littoral states of the Indian Ocean
has been slow. This is due to the high capital involved and the lack of
indigenous shipbuilding industries. These states have thus been forced to
look towards the developed nations for their naval systems, and the latter
naturally imposed their own limitations and conditions for providing the
constituents of naval power. Consequently, some states, like Pakistan, were
able to develop their naval power far in excess of their legitimate security
commitments in return for toeing the western line. This factor is amply
brought out by comparing the major surface combatants belonging to the

regional navies, as given in the following extract from the IISS Military
Balance 1988-89:

Australia  India Indonesia Pakistan Iran Egypt

Aircraft
carriers - 2 - - - -
Submarines 6 14 2 o(+S)@ - 12
Destroyers 3 5 - 8 3 1
Frigates 9 24 15 10* S 5
Patrol/FAC 22 32 29 29 34 41
40 7 46 53(+5) 42 59

@ Migdet submarine
* Procured recently from the US and UK.
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Pakistan has only a 700 km coastline with no island territories to
safeguard. Insipte of this, it possesses a navy almost comparable in size
and strength stronger than that of any littoral state (including Indonesia)
except India; whereas the Indian Navy is actually far short of the force
required to meet India’s maritime security commitments. India possesses
a 7,000 km coastline (ten times that of Pakistan), and over 350 island
territories most of which are at a distance of over 1000 km from the

mainland. India’s Exclusive Economic Zone (EEZ) itself covers over 2 million
sq. km.

Such disproportionate growth of regional naval power, and the sanction
to extra-regional powers to develop their military and naval presence in
the Indian Ocean, has contributed to worsening an already deleriorating
security environment.

INDIAN OCEAN SECURITY : INDIA'S ROLE

India’s consistent policy in support of peaceful co-existence and regional
stability is well known. Despite having been the victim of aggression four
times in the {irst three decades of independence, India has always maintained
the tenets of PANCHSHEEL and strived for regional co-operation. India
has watched with concern and anxiety the growth of extra-regional military
units in the Indian Ocean, and the consequent disruptive influence on peace
and security in the region. Firmly committed to non-alignment, India has
observed other littoral states seeking to place themselves in the noose of
military alliances, thereby providing a foothold in the region to imperialist
and neo-colonialist extra-regional powers.

The Indian peninsula has always been and remains the vital ground
of this ocean area. India therefore has to take steps to improve the security
environment and be the harbinger of regional peace and stability. With a
view towards this, India should pursue a two-pronged strategy:

- promotion of regional stability
- safeguard her own sccurity.

REGIONAL STABILITY

Within the purview of regional stability, India must strive to attain
the following objectives :

- the removal of extra-regional military forces and cstablishment of
the Indian Occan as.a Zonc of Peace (10ZP),

- promotion of the policy of non-alignment and elimination of foreign
powers (and facilities) in the region,

- promote regional cooperation.
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The IOZP concept was first voiced 25 years ago by the Sri Lankan
Prime Minister at the Cairo Non-alignment Summit in October 1964. The
issue again came up at the Lusaka Non-alignment Summit in September
1970. In the earlier formulation the nuclear free character of the proposed
zone was stressed, while the later formulations broadened the concept to

exclude great power rivalries from the zone and the elimination of bases
in the region.

India supported the Sri Lankan call for a IOZP in the subsequent
Commonwealth Summit (Jan 71), the Ministerial Meeting of Non-alignment
countries (Sep 71), the Kuala Lumpur Declaration (Nov 71) and the Peace
Zone move in the UN General Assembly (Dec 71). These calls were made
to prevent the intrusion of the arms race and great power rivalry in the
Indian Ocean, following the principles of the Antarctic Treaty, Outer Space
Treaty and the Seabed Treaty, and were motivated by the establishment
of BIOT and the building up of regional bases/facilities by, and growth
of military presence of the super powers in the ocean area.

Unfortunately, this call for a I0ZP was misunderstood, perhaps
deliberately, and criticised by both Western and Eastern bloc nations. It
was only in the second half of the seventies that the Soviet Union and the
Warsaw Pact countries started to support the proposal. However, with the
failure of SALT processes the growth of extra-regional military presence
only increased.

The US, adhenng to Mahan’s' theory, has developed a military
advantage in the area over the Soviet Union. The region also figures
prominently in US global strategy. It is very improbable, therefore, that the
US would agree to dismantle the CENTCOM or its military bases and move
out of the region. It would prefer rather to provide one or the other
justification for its continued presence in the ocean area. In the recent years,
this was provided by the Iran-Iraq conflict and the Soviet presence in
Afghanistan. But with the end of both these factors, it is likely that the
US will evolve some other justifications.

India’s efforts must therefore be directed at revealing the blatant
falsehood of super power claims that their military presence provides stability.
Judging by the near total lack of protest to the growth of extra-regional
forces, these claims are apparently believed by most of the littoral and
hinterland states.

While the developed world has enjoyed peace and prosperity in their
homes, their forces have unleashed war and destruction in the Third World.
In over 120 wars fought since the second world war, over 75% were fought
in Third World countries. And in around 80% of these, the developed nations
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contributed by way of direct military action with the intervening powers
belonging predominantly to the Western World. The indirect intervention
by these powers, by way of arms supplies, political moves and gunboat
diplomacy, cannot be quantified. But the quantum of arms pumped by them

into Third World nations has at least ensured the latter’s ability for mutual
destruction and continued conflicts.

The perceived threat to the littoral states security is not from direct
invasion by a superpower, but from fears about their own neighbours or
from domestic upheavals. In this context, superpower military presence and
actions are both vestigial and destructive. The US could not intervene in
casc of domestic upheaval of a large, populous nation like Iran without
having to face an unacceptable level of casualties. The casc was similar even
for a much smaller Lebanon. In case of small countries where such
intervention is feasible, it would merely contribute to a further rise in tension
by providing corresponding opportunities to the rival superpower in
neighbouring states. For example, activities in Oman result in rival activities

in South Yemen, and activities in Somalia and Kenya result in activities
in Ethiopia.

Similarly, superpower influence in disputes and conflicts amongst
ncighbouring states only contributes to further tension and insecurity. By
providing resupply operations 1o warring states in the developing world, the
superpowers only ensure the continuance of the war which otherwise would
be beyond the former’s capacity. Such operations are also vestigial as this
reliance on external sources precludes decisions on the battlefront, the war
then taking the course of episodic engagements and resulting in a near
stationary front, as in the case of the Iran-Iraq war. The ‘stability’ which
the superpowers seck to provide can also be judged by the actions of the
US mighty armadas in the Gulf, which have achicved little beyond the
destruction of a civil jet liner and killing of its innocent passengers (USS
Vincennces, July 88), or the ncar sinking of one of its own ships by an ally
(USS Stark, May 87).

India should also dircct efforts at strengthening regional ties and
building of a sensc of co-operation amongst littoral and hinterland states
of the Indian Ocean. This would have the strongest impact on reducing
the perceived insccuritics of these nations. Most of these countries have
faced various kinds of problems : with neighbours (Afghanistan, Botswana,
Egypt, Ethiopia, India, Indonesia, Iran, Iraq, Lesotho, Malaysia, Mozambique,
Pakistan, Somalia, Thailand); insurgencics and secessionist movements
(Afghanistan, Bangladcsh, Burma, Ethiopia, India, Ipdonesia, Iran, lraq,
Kenya, Malaysia, Oman, Pakistan, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Thailand, Uganda,
Zimbabwe); attempted coups (Comoros, Egypt, Iran, Irag, Kenya, Maldives,
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Pakistan, Saudi Arabia, Seychelles, Somalia, Sudan); religious and ethnic
strife (India, Iran, Iraq, Pakistan, Sri Lanka, South Africa), etc.

But this is not an unnatural situation. The developed nations also faced
such problems for several centuries in their evolution to nation-states,
including two world wars. Today they experience a semblance of stability,
but only under the threat of annihilation. Despite this they still have their
problems, such as in Northern Ireland, Basque secessionism and the Greek-
Turkish dispute. If the western nations accept their own concept of stability,

then they should invite the Soviet Navy to patrol the Irish and Adriatic
seas !

The developing nations will naturally face a period of turbulence in
their evolution to nation-states. Any external naval and military presence
will not help stabilise the situation. If this be the aim, then such presence
would prove counter-productive for it would actually add to the insecurity
and tension in the region. The solution to ushering in stability is the
strengthening of relations between the nations of the Indian Ocean. The
tenets of PANCHSHEEL are more conducive to peace and stability than
the guns of the VINCENNES.

The US used the excuse of the creation of a ‘power vacuum’ in the
region to justify its incursion, following the British withdrawal from East
of Suez. Many nations succumb to this theory and welcome US presence
on the horizon. However, historically the hub of power in the Indian Ocean
has been with the Indian peninsula. Following India’s independence, and
further, the withdrawal of British forces from the region, the logical and
rightful inheritor of this mantle is India, not the US. Indian power and
prestige should be further enhanced in order to resume this mantle, and
to aid removal of extra-regional forces, in the interest of regional stability.

India’s efforts should also be aimed at increasing her economic ties
. with regional states. This can be achieved by providing economic/ technical
assistance to these states, promotion of joint commercial ventures, military
sales, promotion of military training relationships, etc. This would have the
multiple benefit of stronger relations with these states, earning of useful
foreign exchange and reducing the dependence of these states on extra-
regional powers. This would also help strengthen India’s own security and
thereby contribute to greater stability in the Indian Ocean region.

INDIAN SECURITY

In less than three initial decades since independence, India has been
the victim of aggression four times. India has supported proposals for a
10ZP, but it is evident today that the prospects for realisation of this concept
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are low. Instead the trend may well be towards a greater probability of
conflicts in the region. In this deteriorating security environment, India must

take steps to safeguard her own security. Indian security commitments with
regard to the Indian Ocean are :

- Maintain India’s territorial integrity through defence of the mainland
and island territories against an attack from sea;

- Ensure India’s independence, including taking measures to increase

the stakes of intervention by great powers against India’s vital
interests;

- Safeguard India’s economic resources, and offshore assets, including
protection of the Exclusive Economic Zone (EEZ);

- Provide support to friendly countries in maintaining stability in the
region.

India’s coastline extends over 7,000 km. India’s island territories in
the Arabian Sea (Lakshadweep Islands) and the Bay of Bengal (Andaman
and Nicobar islands) number 345. If a number of named and unnamed rocks
and islets are included, the figure rises above 600. While the Lakshadweep
group lies about 220 km to 440 km from the mainland, the closest island
in the Andaman and Nicobar group is about 1000 km from the mainland.
The Andaman and Nicobar group itself extends over 850 km between

parallels, lying 190 km from Burma in the north and 146.5 km from
Indonesia in the south.

The task of protecting the homeland (mainland and island territories)
from seaborne attack and interveation is assigned to the Indian Maritime
Forces. To this may be added wne task of safeguarding India’s two million
plus sq. km. EEZ with its increasing importance in terms of economic
resources, (especially the offshore assets), and also the protection of India’s
vital sea lanes of communication carrying about 97 per cent of India’s external
trade. Evidently, the task is formidable.

In order to meet its security commitments the Indian Maritime Forces,
comprising primarily the Indian Navy, air force units employed in maritime
interdiction roles and the Coast Guard, need a force projection capability

-in three zones which encompasses the Indian mainland, island territories

and the EEZ. In order to protect this area, the Indian Maritime Forces
must have fotal control over a zone extending upto 500 km beyond the limits
of the EEZ. By securing command of the sea in this zone, the Indian
Maritime Forces would be able to engage targets before the latter could
bring their weapons to bear upon Indian territory or the EEZ. The zone
of total control would therefore necessarily cover the entire Bay of Beugal
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in the East, and portions of the Arabian Sea and Indian Ocean extending
upto 1000 km from the coastline in the West and South.

The second zone is the zone of medium control. This zone would
extend another 500 km-1000 km beyond the zone of total control. Indian
maritime reconnaissance systems should be able to cover the zone of medium
control in order to provide early warning of potentially hostile units, which
would be engaged within the zone of total control.

The third zone is the zone of soft control. This zone would cover the
rest of the Indian Ocean. In order to safeguard India’s sea lanes of
communication, and India’s other maritime interests in the Indian Ocean,
it is imperative that the Indian Maritime Forces possess a force projection
capability at sea (as distinct from force projection on to a littoral state)
in any part of the Indian Ocecan.

While Indian Maritime Forces have undergone modernisation and
expansion in the past decade, this was only in keeping with India’s security
commitments and was long overdue. Even now, the Indian Maritime Forces
have to be developed further in order to meet Indian security commitments
along the lines suggested above. In building up her naval power, however,
India must exercise care to develop a balanced sea power so 2s to maintain
its efficacy in any environment or meet any contingency.

There are many facets to a balanced sea power, and only a few are
stressed upon in the succeeding paragraphs. It is evident that India requires
a ‘blue water’ navy which would be capable of operating on the high seas
and discharging its role in the various zones described above. Within this,
particular emphasis needs to be laid upon the development of the submarine
arm and area air defence capability on the high seas.

The submarine is the most flexible unit at sea, deployable in offensive
and defensive roles over a large zone, in total stealth, and for long periods
of time. It is most efficient in maintaining command of the sea. It is
imperative for India to strengthen her submarine force, as it would provide
the single strongest deterrent to any adventurous intrusions in our waters.
The acquisition of nuclear-powered submarines would significantly increase
the potency of the Indian Navy, especially in its ability to conduct ASW
(anti-submarine warfare) and raise the stakes of intervention by external
powers.

In order to achieve command of the sea, it is imperative to also attain
command of the air above it. This would not only permit freedom of
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movement of own forces, but also provide a strike capability against hostile
surface, sub-surface and air elements. In waters contiguous to the coast and
upto 2 limited range at sea, this task could be performed by land-based
aircraft. The Ocean area covered could also be increased by procuring
maritime strike aircraft with longer ranges and positioning them in the
Andaman-Nicobar Islands. However, the needs of a naval force on the high
seas could only be met by an integral air defence capability which can be
provided by aircraft carriers and carrier-borne air-defence interceptors. The
anti-submarine warfare (ASW) capabuuy of the entire force would also be
greatly enhanced by the large number ot ASW helicopters which could be
carried by these aircraft-carriers. The carrier task forces would be deployed
to attain command of the sea, i order to maintain the country’s vital sea
lanes of communication and other maritime interests, in the Indian Ocean
beyond the range of land-based aircraft.

In-depth defense of coastal areas may be provided by land-based
aircraft, shore-based batteries and patrol/fast attack craft. But in order to
develop a balanced sea power, India must also enhance its capabilities for
maritime reconnaissance, amphibious warfare, mine warfare (laying and
sweeping) and for replenishment of ships/submarines at sea.

CONCLUSION

In conclusion, the Indian Ocean which has all former colonies on its
littoral bas witnessed turbulence in the search of these littoral nations for
nation-statehood, and a concomitant deterioration of the security environment
in the region especially over the last decade. The superpowers have
contributed to this deterioration by pouring in arms and equipment into
the region, and maintaining a military presence in the Indian Ocean to
influence the thinking and policies of the regional states so as to suit their
own perceived interests and biplanar strategies.

The area has witnessed a rising amount of tension and conflicts, and
efforts to de-escalate the same or create an Indian Ocean Zone of Peace
have not met with much success. India as the main and significant power
in the Indian Ocean must lead the way to regional peace and stability. This’
can be achieved by promoting regional ties and exerting diplomatic influence
on the superpowers to reduce their military presence in the Indian Ocean.
India will need to continue to discharge its responsibilities in terms of the
UN .charter and international norms in sustaining regional stability and
contain regional disputes and conflicts. India must simultancously strengthen
its maritime forces and develop a strong, balanced sea power in order to
meet its security commitments, especially in the wake of the rising tension
and increased probability of conflicts in the region.



