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First, amphibious forces – particularly armed with long-range precision 
weapons – are useful for island and coastal defense, and if necessary to 
retake lost terrain. Malaysian forces learned a hard lesson in this regard 
in 2014 when a small band of Sulu insurgents seized a piece of Malaysian 
territory. Japanese amphibious forces are already fortifying several of 
Japan’s southern islands and a key role of Japan’s newly formed 
Amphibious Rapid Deployment Brigade is “island retaking.”



Second, amphibious forces are valuable as a mobile counterattack force, 
able to operate in the littorals, hard to target and armed with anti-ship 
and anti-air weapons. This is a role for which a “revamped” Taiwan 
Marine Corps is well suited – and given Chinese PLA’s preparations for a 
major amphibious assault on Taiwan, it is urgently required. 

Third, there are the high-end amphibious operations for which the 
Republic of Korea (ROK) Marine Corps and Navy have been preparing for 
decades in the event of a Korean peninsula conflict. 

Fourth, conducting small-scale amphibious and littoral operations in the 
context of an insurgency – such as the Philippine Marines have been 
involved in for years.  Sri Lanka’s armed forces also gained considerable 
experience with such amphibious operations during their near 30 year 
conflict with the Tamil Tigers. 

Fifth, there is the scenario of carrying out amphibious force interventions 
(humanitarian, restoring order, non-combatant evacuations) in locations 
where there is violent civil unrest such as happened in Timor in the early 
2000’s, and there is a potential need to ‘shoot one’s way in’ and then defend 
oneself once ashore. 

Sixth, there are potential uses of mobile amphibious forces in Southeast 
Asia, Northeast Asia, the Andaman Islands and elsewhere to seize or deny 
key terrain for anti- access/area denial (A2AD) purposes – or to facilitate 
maneuver of naval and air forces. A2AD is not a Chinese monopoly – but 
works both ways. 



Lacking a “Natural Constituency” 

With an amphibious force, 
a military can conduct 
operations seamlessly 
between the sea and land. 



Selling Points 

taking saving



Humanitarian 
Assistance and Disaster Relief (HA/DR)

Operation Damayan (2013)

Operation Unified Assistance (2004)



Operations Sea Angel I (1991) and II (2007)



HA/DR as a Selling Point? Really? 

Amphibious forces 
must be able to 
conduct combat 
operations – and 
even HA/DR 
operations can take 
place in a dangerous 
environment. 



HA/DR Response: A Political Liability or a Political Advantage 





Persistent Institutional Resistance to HA/DR 



“When we sent a Battalion (from Camp Pendleton, California) to the om Camp
Yellowstone fires (at Yellowstone National Park), the same complaints Yellowst
about ‘not training for war fighting’ were rampant.” 

But consider the skill requirements: 

- Intelligence gathering on a dangerous enemy with tendencies but 
not entirely predictable 

- "Fire" team coordinated action 

- Small and medium unit leadership 

- Planning and maneuver 

- Difficult terrain logistics 

- Engineering 

- Communications 



- Air support for both maneuver and "bombing" 

- Field medical and sanitation 

- 24-hour operations 

- Joint operations coordination 

- Security and front line unit rotations 

“Sounds like some of the best possible realistic training - just with different 
weapons.” 

“And as we know from the Japanese earthquake relief ferry planning, 
except for more disposable diapers and fewer bullets, (there is) virtually 
no difference between an amphibious assault and a relief landing into 
demolished infrastructure.” 

Improving Joint Capabilities 

Looking Beyond the “Operational” 



Canberra



The following is a second proposal for using amphibious forces and HA/DR 
to improve operational capabilities while having out-sized strategic 
effects – in this case demonstrating support for Taiwan while helping the 
Taiwan Armed Forces break out of decades-long “isolation.”
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Grant Newsham is a retired U.S. Marine Officer. He was the first U.S. Marine 
Liaison Officer to the Japanese Self Defense Forces and was instrumental in 
the development of the JSDF’s recently formed amphibious capability. 

 







Asian Century



Context and Rationale 

Chindia



Although the ‘China-
India Plus’ proposal is 
novel in its format, it 
shows continuity in 
terms of underlying 
expectations and hope. 







Wuhan Summit and the Emergence of ‘China-India Plus’ 



the 
broadest possible platform



The Examples of the ‘China-India Plus’ Cooperation 





Possible Gains  



Identifying the Bottlenecks 





Some Recommendations 

 



 

Conclusion: The Need of a Realistic Expectation 



Dr. Prashant Kumar Singh is an Associate Fellow, at East Asia Centre, 
Institute for Defence Studies and Analyses (IDSA), New Delhi, India. He 

thanks the Center of India Studies, China West Normal University, 
Nanchong (Sichuan), PRC, to invite him to speak on ‘India-China Plus’ at 
Symposium on China-India Relations: Review and Prospect on May 24, 

2019. He received valuable feedback at the Symposium. Views expressed are 
of the author and do not purport to reflect the views of the IDSA or of the 

Government of India. Contact: prashant.idsa@gmail.com



1. Introduction 

Indo-Pacific 
Strategy Report



National Security Strategy National Defense 
Strategy



Taiwan is affirmed as a 
“reliable, capable, and 
natural partner of the 
United States” in the 
Indo-Pacific Strategy 
Report. 





2. Three Strategic Pillars of the U.S. Indo-Pacific Strategy 

the 2017 NSS

Preparedness 



Partnerships 

A Networked Region 



3. Strategic Implications of the IPSR for Taiwan 



Affirming the China Threat 



Identifying Taiwan’s Strategic Role 



Advancing Taiwan’s Pragmatic Diplomacy



4. Conclusion 
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