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Abstract 

The risk of armed conflicts in the South China Sea (SCS) has been rising since the late 2000s 
when China increased the frequency with which it exercised its coercive power over other littoral 
nations, including Vietnam, the Philippines, Malaysia and Indonesia. Chinese coercive behaviors 
range from Coast Guard patrols to ramming fishing vessels, to capturing fishermen for ransom and 
harassing the economic activities (oil, gas, and fishing) of other nations as well as surveying in 
other nation’s Exclusive Economic Zones, all in defiance of international law. How to cope with 
China’s strategy of coercion, including potential military actions, to both safeguard territorial 
sovereignty and sustain economic development is one of the major policy challenges facing SCS 
claimant nations. 

Nevertheless, how weaker nations respond to Chinese assertiveness in SCS disputes 
comprehensively and comparatively has been understudied, although much has been written on 
China-Southeast Asia relations. This dissertation attempts to fill in that research gap by exploring 
the policies of weaker nations to counter Chinese coercion in the SCS disputes. Using literature 
review, case study analysis (including qualitative comparative analysis), and quantitative 
methods with a newly collected and compiled dataset (N=329 cases between 1970 and 2021), it 
aims to address two questions: 1) What policies have weaker nations adopted to respond to 
Chinese coercion in the South China Sea disputes? 2) What combinations of factors are 
associated with the effectiveness of these policies? The findings (discussed in the Summary 
below) provide policy implications for the SCS nations and relevant states, including the United 
States and other Asian nations.   

The original contribution of the dissertation is twofold. Empirically, it contributes a dataset of 
how China coerced SCS nations and their responses, adding value to future research on the SCS 
disputes. Theoretically, the dissertation is expected to add to the scholarship of inter-state 
coercion an empirical study of the SCS disputes with a focus on the policymaking of small states 
in territorial contests.  Moreover, , it also aims to offer insight into the understudied policies of 
SCS nations against Chinese assertiveness in territorial disputes in Southeast Asian studies 
through a cross-nation comparative analysis based on comprehensive data.  
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Summary 

This dissertation attempts to explore the policies of weaker nations to counter Chinese 
coercion in the South China Sea (SCS) disputes. Using literature review, case study analysis, and 
quantitative techniques with a newly collected and compiled dataset (N=329 cases) of Chinese 
coercion in the SCS from 1970 to 2021, it aims to address two questions: 1) What policies have 
weaker nations adopted to respond to Chinese coercion in the SCS disputes? 2) What 
combinations of factors are associated with the effectiveness of these policies?  

Findings 
The findings below are expected to provide policy implications for the SCS nations and 

relevant states, including other Asian nations and the United States.   

The policies of South China Sea nations to combat Chinese coercion  

There are no clear patterns in the strategy to fight against Chinese coercion of each nation 
and across the nations. Nonetheless, their individual strategies have elements of convergence and 
divergence.   

Convergence 

The convergence includes autonomy, hedging approach, multilateralism in managing 
disputes, international law, and adoption of multiple policy instruments (such as diplomacy, 
military, confrontation, publicity and law). In particular,  

• Trends: From 1971 to 2021, SCS nations adopted various policy responses against 
Chinese coercion. Diplomacy is the only one that ran through five decades, while others, 
particularly confrontation and publicity, appeared in a bunch together much more since 
the late 1980s. The military was adopted briefly in 1974 (the Paracel battle), between the 
early 1990s and the early 2000s, and intermittently since 2010. Great power backing was 
mostly used in the 1980s and disappeared until the mid-2010s. Notably, the number of 
responses surged in the late 2000s following the number of Chinese aggressions.     

• Comparative targets for each policy: SCS claimants tended to use military and great 
power backing against Chinese coercion for islands the most, followed by waters and 
then vessels. The confrontation was the most preferred response for waters, then islands 
and finally vessels. Diplomacy and publicity appeared most frequently to protect fishing 
or other vessels.   

• Comparative policies for each target:  SCS nations preferred to defend islands or waters 
by confrontation and diplomacy, followed by great power backing, military and publicity. 
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When it came to vessels, however, diplomacy was the most frequent response, above 
publicity, confrontation, military, and great power backing.   

Divergence 

The divergence among the SCS nations’ anti-coercion strategies is manifested in the most 
common or unique responses of each nation. Indonesia and Malaysia are willing to confront 
China on the ground (with military force) more than the Philippines and Vietnam. However, 
Malaysia comes last in using publicity while Indonesia is the loudest, followed by the Philippines 
and Vietnam. Likewise, Malaysia adopts diplomacy much less frequently than the others. 
Vietnam and Malaysia take no action more than the Philippines and Indonesia.   

The Philippines is the only nation that has a defense treaty alliance with the US; however, it 
is not useful for arresting China’s coercive behaviors under the threshold of an armed conflict. 
Additionally, the Philippines has been the first and the only nation to succeed in legal action 
against Chinese aggression in the SCS.  

Factors associated with the anti-coercion policy effectiveness  

• In general, the overall effectiveness (or success) of counter-coercion policy by SCS nations 
was unevenly low in the 1970s and 1980s. However, it raised significantly between the 
1990s to mid-2000s and has declined sharply since the mid-2000s to date.   

• The effectiveness of counter coercion was highly associated with a combination of factors, 
not a single one. Therefore, each configuration of contextual coercive factors was addressed 
successfully by a particular combination of policy instruments. For instance, if the coercive 
behaviors were aimed at islands and waters and vessels and conducted by PLA, Chinese 
MLE forces and Chinese fishing vessels, then a hard stance, diplomacy and confrontation 
made an effective response.     

• Overall, hard stance, publicity, diplomacy and confrontation were the most successful 
single policy factors. The double (or triple) factors of them are more effective. 

• For targets with high strategic value (islands), great power backing (US security alliance) is 
likely the only deterrence to Chinese military aggression. For targets without high strategic 
value to China (vessels, waters, oil exploration),  the most successful formula of policy 
instruments is the hard stance, confrontation, diplomacy, publicity, great power backing, 
and international support.    

• The military only worked with the Philippines. Great power, however, was not effective for 
this country in many cases despite its security alliance with the US.  

• International opposition to China was more successful for Vietnam than for all nations.  
• Finally, no action is never effective. States should counter coercion with at least one 

response, for instance, a diplomatic protest or publicity.  
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Policy implications 

Overall implications 

• There is no silver bullet for countering Chinese aggression in the SCS.  
• The policymakers may take into consideration the following factors before deciding on how 

to respond to Beijing: Chinese coercive actions (targets, actors, use of force); Chinese 
context (comparatively strategic value of target, leadership, foreign policy); foreign context 
(political and economic ties with China, international support for SCS nation, international 
opposition to China, great power backing); domestic context (hard-stance foreign policy, 
cost-imposing capability, domestic tension).  

• In general, SCS nations should adopt a hard stance, publicity, diplomacy and confrontation 
as well as the double (or triple) factors of them.  

• The role of great powers’ involvement and support does matter. The United States, Japan, 
EU, Australia and other powers may assist in SCS nations’ fight against Chinese coercion 
by publicly opposing Chines actions and supporting those nations’ diplomacy, publicity and 
confrontation.    

• Based on the effectiveness of hard stance, publicity, international support for SCS nations 
and international opposition to China, the SCS claimants should consider various 
mechanisms to mutually support themselves against Chinese coercion by raising the issue 
internationally and hence reputational cost to China when there is an incident of coercion to 
any member.  
o Establish a working group to share information, promote publicity and coordinate 

support among the SCS nations. 
o Enable and promote the partnership between scholars and the media among the SCS 

nations to condemn Chinese aggressive behaviors.   
o Set up an ASEAN-4 group of Vietnam, the Philippines, Malaysia and Indonesia or an 

ASEAN-5 group (with Singapore) to promote maritime cooperation against coercion 
in the ASEAN agenda.  

o Disseminate coercive incidents and call for support in international organizations, 
both governmental and NGO (such as UN, EU, and ASEAN), institutions, forums and 
events, including academic or professional seminars and conferences.  

Suggested target-based responses 

Based on the findings of effective cases, policymakers may adopt the policy configuration(s) 
in each cell (subject to the nation’s resources and circumstances) corresponding to the actors in 
the columns and types of force in the rows.  
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Notes:  
• C: Confrontation,  D: Diplomacy, G: Great Power Backing, H: Hard Stance,  M: 

Military, P: Publicity; PLA: Chinese People’s Liberation Army; CMLE: Chinese 
Maritime Law Enforcement    

• Number in bracket: number of cases with that configuration 
• Each column is an actor or a combination of actors. Each row is a type of force.  

 

Island target 

 

ISLAND Governmen
t (vessel) PLA CMLE CFishingVesse

l 
PLA*C
MLE 

PLA*CFishing
Vessel 

CMLE*CFish
ingVessel 

PLA*CMLE
*CFishing
Vessel 

No Force 

C*H(4) 
D*H(3) 
P*D*H(2) 
C*D*H 
P*C*M*H 
D*H*G 
P*D*H*G 
C*M*H*G 

  D 

C*H(2) 
C*M*H(8) 
C*D*M*H 
P*D*H 
P*C*M*G 
P*D*M*H*G 

        

Threat/Display of 
Force 

D*H(2) 
C*H 
P*D*H 
M*H 
P*D*M*H 

D*H 
P*C*D 
C*M*H 
P*M*H 
P*D*H*G 

 

P*C*H 
P*C*D*H*G 
P*C*D*M*H*
G 

C*D*H 
C*M*H 
C*D*M*H 
P*C*D*M*H 

P*C*D*H*G C*D*H 

LimitedForce     P*C*D*H 
P*C*D* H*G(2)           

BruteForce               P*D*H*G 
 
 

Water target 

WATER Governmen
t (vessel) PLA CMLE CFishingVes

sel 
CMLE*CFishing
Vessel 

PLA*CMLE*CFishingVess
el 

No Force 

H(2) 
H*D(5) 
H*D*P(3) 
H*P*C 
H*D*C*G 

  H*C 

H*C(2) 
H*C*M(5) 
H*D 
H*D*C 
H*P*C 

    



 

   xix 

Threat/Displayof
F 

H*D(4) 
H*D*P 

H*D(2) 
H*C*M 
H*C*G 
H*D*G 
H*P*G*M 

H*C(2) 
H*D*P*C 
H*D*C*G 

H*D*P 
H*D*P*G 

H*D*C 
H*D*C*G   

LimitedForce     H*C(2) 
H*D*P H*C H*D*P*C   

BruteForce           H*D*P*C*G 
 

Vessel target 

VESSELS Governmen
t (vessel) PLA CMLE CFishingVessel PLA*CMLE PLA*CFishin

gVessel 
CMLE*CFish
ingVessel 

No Force       H*C*G       

Threat/Displayof
F 

D 
H*P*D H*P*D*G 

H*C 
H*P*D 
H*C*P*M 
H*P*D*M*G 

H*C*P H*C*D 
H*C*P*D     

LimitedForce   H*D 
H*P*D 

H*D(5) 
H*P*D(2) 

H*C*P*D 
H*C*P*D*M H*P*D   H*C*P*D 

BruteForce     H*D H*P*D*G   C*P*D*M   
 

  



 



 

   xxi 

Acknowledgments 

This dissertation is the culmination of my 6-year Ph.D. journey that started on August 31, 
2016 - when I landed in Santa Monica, and accidentally ended on the same date - August 31, 
2022, with my dissertation defense. To get through this memorable, fruitful and meaningful (yet 
definitely painful at times) life chapter, I am thankful to many people at RAND and others.   

First and foremost, I would like to express my profound gratitude to my dissertation 
committee chaired by Angela O’ Mahony, also my professor at PRGS, who has been 
courageous, generous and resilient to supervise me for over four years, from the starting idea to 
the independent study to the literature and then analysis through numerous discussions with 
invaluable comments, advice, encouragement and support throughout the difficult moments. 
Obviously, my dissertation cannot complete without the methodology, especially - apart from 
others - the QCA in the case study method that distinguishes my work from others in the same 
field, which I fortunately learned from Christopher Paul, a Senior Social Scientist at RAND, 
from his course at PRGS and through helpful discussions and comments over the past several 
years. My knowledge and data sources for the dissertation have been significantly enriched 
thanks to Bonny Lin, a Political Scientist at RAND, with her project on China’s gray zone 
operations and her useful feedback throughout the journey. I am extremely fortunate to have 
Carlyle Thayer, a world’s leading scholar on the South China Sea disputes and Vietnamese 
politics, as the external reader who has provided tremendously helpful comments, sometimes at 
short notice, and whose studies I read and cited extensively. The advice from the committee is 
not only precious for the dissertation but also my future career.    

I am indebted to other professors, researchers, colleagues and friends who have helped me in 
different ways over my six years at RAND and PRGS. Scott Harold mentored me from the 
beginning of my dissertation until after the proposal defense. Bart Bennet taught us many useful 
lessons about the ideas, preparation and initial steps for the dissertation. Derek Grossman, as a 
colleague and friend, gave me many opportunities to work on the South China Sea and 
Vietnamese policies, both in Santa Monica and Vietnam. I learned a lot about research methods 
from Gery Ryan, Han Bing, Sandy Berry, Rob Lempert, Dmitry Khodyakov and other PRGS 
professors. My dissertation has remarkably benefited, directly or indirectly, from the dissertation 
awards, projects at RAND that I was fortunate to participate in, and discussions with RAND 
researchers: Timothy Heath, Lyle Morris, Jeffrey Hornung, Mike Mazarr, Andrew Scobell, 
Cortez Cooper, Jeffrey Engstrom, Susanne Hampel, and Sherrill Lingel, just to name a few. 
Moreover, I have gratefully received an unlimited source of motivation and support from PRGS 
leadership and staff, particularly former Dean Susan Marquis, Associate Dean Rachel Swanger, 
Sandy Buchan, Mary Parker, Amy Nabel, Alex Duke, Kate Lee, Bernie Beltran, Terresa Cooper, 



 

   xxii 

and peer cohort as well as friends – Tim, Luke, Nima, Bilyana, Lindsey, Sohaela, Uzaib, Diogo, 
Karen, Josh, Emily, Ah Reum, Kurt, Hilary, Dave, Mimi, Ben, Felix, Claudia, Rachel, Alex, 
John Speed, Phuong Giang, Carlos, Keren and many others (my sincere apology for missing 
other names due to my post-COVID brain).  

My appreciation also goes to many researchers in my reference list whose studies provide the 
foundation, understanding or important references for my dissertation, including Bill Hayton, 
Taylor M. Fravel, Brantly Womack, Robert Beckman, Le Hong Hiep, Do Thanh Hai, Thao 
Nguyen, Van Pham, Mike Green, and Andrew Chubb. Any errors, however, are my own.  

Last but not least, I am so fortunate with and grateful for the unconditional help and sacrifice 
from my family, especially my father – Huynh Trung Can, my mother  - Duong Thi Tho, and my 
two brothers – Huynh Trung Truc and Huynh Trong Binh, without whom I can never be where I 
am today.  

Thank you all.  

 

  



 

   xxiii 

Abbreviations 

ASEAN Association of Southeast Asian Nations 

BRI Belt and Road Initiative 

EEZ Exclusive Economic Zone 

PRC People’s Republic of China 

PCA Permanent Court of Arbitration 

QCA Qualitative Comparative Analysis 

ROC Republic of China 

SCS South China Sea 

UNCLOS United Nation Convention on the Law Of the Sea 



 



 

   1 

Chapter 1. Policy Issues and Research Questions  

Introduction, policy issues and relevance  
How to cope with Chinese coercion, including potential military actions, in the SCS to both 

safeguard lawful sovereignty and sustain economic development is one of the major challenges 
facing SCS claimant nations - Vietnam, the Philippines, Malaysia, Brunei, Indonesia, and 
Taiwan - to different extents.1  

Playing a politically and commercially strategic role in Asia and the world, the SCS has 
turned into one of the largest security challenges on earth. An estimated US$3.37 trillion in 
traded goods pass through it annually; it serves as a vital transit route between Asia, the Middle 
East, and Europe for military vessels; it holds an estimated 40% of global liquefied natural gas, 
11 billion barrels of oil and 190 trillion cubic feet of natural gas in stock (CFR, 2020). The 
territorial and maritime disputes in the SCS reflect decades-long and complex conflicts 
intertwined with political, economic, geographical, historical, and security ties among China, 
Taiwan, Vietnam, the Philippines, Malaysia, Brunei, and Indonesia (see Figure 1). Any war that 
breaks out in the SCS may cause a substantial cost to not only the warring states but also the 
Asia region and many other countries in terms of human loss, trade, investment, stability, 
security, and strategic power.  

Nonetheless, the risk of armed conflicts has been rising in recent years as China escalated its 
coercion to force other nations to recognize its claims over all the islands and up to 90% (subject 
to different estimates2) of the maritime body in the SCS, in defiance of international law, 

 
1 In this dissertation, footnotes are used for direct explanation or citations that would be more useful here (for 
verification or reference, mostly from online media or sources in Vietnamese in chapter 5) than in the EndNote 
system with a reference list at the end of the dissertation. Citations from academic sources (journal articles, books, 
or other publications) are mostly referenced by the EndNote system.  
Like China, Taiwan also claims all the islands in the SCS, including Pratas Islands, Paracel Islands, Spratly Islands, 
and Macclesfield Bank. Vietnam claims the Paracel Islands and Spratlys Islands. The Philippines claims parts of the 
Spratlys Islands and Macclesfield Bank. Malaysia claims parts of the Spratly Islands. Brunei used to claim one reef 
disputed with Malaysia but it has resolved with the latter. Indonesia does not claim any islands but its EEZ is 
challenged by China with the 9-dash-line claim.  
2 See, for instance, Antonio T. Carpio, “Inventor of China’s nine-dash line,” , The Philippine Daily Inquirer, July 
30, 2020, https://opinion.inquirer.net/132244/inventor-of-chinas-nine-dash-line#ixzz7dhfoyvph; Bec Starting, 
“China’s nine-dash line proves stranger than fiction,” The Interpreter, April 12, 2022, 
https://www.lowyinstitute.org/the-interpreter/china-s-nine-dash-line-proves-stranger-
fiction#:~:text=The%20nine%2Ddash%20line%20encompasses,rather%20than%20a%20continuous%20line.; Ralph 
Jennings, “5 Years After South China Sea Ruling, Rivals Quietly Accepting China’s Refusal to Comply,” VOA 
News, July 31, 2021, https://www.voanews.com/a/east-asia-pacific_5-years-after-south-china-sea-ruling-rivals-
quietly-accepting-chinas-

 

https://opinion.inquirer.net/132244/inventor-of-chinas-nine-dash-line#ixzz7dhfoyvph
https://www.lowyinstitute.org/the-interpreter/china-s-nine-dash-line-proves-stranger-fiction#:~:text=The%20nine%2Ddash%20line%20encompasses,rather%20than%20a%20continuous%20line
https://www.lowyinstitute.org/the-interpreter/china-s-nine-dash-line-proves-stranger-fiction#:~:text=The%20nine%2Ddash%20line%20encompasses
https://www.lowyinstitute.org/the-interpreter/china-s-nine-dash-line-proves-stranger-fiction#:~:text=The%20nine%2Ddash%20line%20encompasses
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particularly the United Nations Convention on the Law of the Sea (UNCLOS). Concurrently, 
Beijing intensified its coercive power by deterring other nations from lawfully exploiting their 
marine resources in their Exclusive Economic Zones (EEZ).3  

 

Figure 1. Map of the South China Sea Disputes  

 

SOURCE: Schofield, C. (2017). Contested ocean spaces: A case study of the South China Sea. Geography Review, 31(2), 5. 
Retrieved from 

https://www.hoddereducation.co.uk/media/Documents/Magazines/Sample%20Articles/November%202017/GeogRev31_2_Nov2017_sample.pdf 

 
refusal/6209008.html#:~:text=China%20uses%20a%20%E2%80%9Cnine%2Ddash,some%20nations'%20exclusive
%20economic%20zones.; Reuters Staff, “Australia says China's South China Sea claims are unlawful,” Reuters, 
July 25, 2020, https://www.reuters.com/article/us-australia-china/australia-says-chinas-south-china-sea-claims-are-
unlawful-idUSKCN24Q09D; Liu Zhen, “What’s China’s ‘nine-dash line’ and why has it created so much tension in 
the South China Sea?,” South China Morning Post, July 12, 2016, https://www.scmp.com/news/china/diplomacy-
defence/article/1988596/whats-chinas-nine-dash-line-and-why-has-it-created-so; 
3 According to the 1982 United Nations Convention on the Law of the Sea (UNCLOS), coastal nations have the 
exclusive rights to explore, exploit and manage natural resources e.g. oil, gas, or fishing within their exclusive 
economic zones (EEZ), an area covering 200 nautical miles from the coastline. See UNCLOS:  
http://www.un.org/depts/los/convention_agreements/texts/unclos/part5.htm    

https://www.hoddereducation.co.uk/media/Documents/Magazines/Sample%20Articles/November%202017/GeogRev31_2_Nov2017_sample.pdf
https://www.reuters.com/article/us-australia-china/australia-says-chinas-south-china-sea-claims-are-unlawful-idUSKCN24Q09D
https://www.reuters.com/article/us-australia-china/australia-says-chinas-south-china-sea-claims-are-unlawful-idUSKCN24Q09D
https://www.scmp.com/news/china/diplomacy-defence/article/1988596/whats-chinas-nine-dash-line-and-why-has-it-created-so
https://www.scmp.com/news/china/diplomacy-defence/article/1988596/whats-chinas-nine-dash-line-and-why-has-it-created-so
http://www.un.org/depts/los/convention_agreements/texts/unclos/part5.htm
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SCS claimants have various responses to Chinese coercion. Each nation has also responded 
inconsistently at different times. Vietnam fought against China in 1974 and 1988 and confronted 
China strongly in the 2014 and 2019 standoffs; yet it seemed to quietly back down on oil 
exploration after China threatened to militarily attack militarily Vietnamese islands in 2017 and 
2018. After China seized Scarborough Shoal in 2012 and repeatedly harassed Filipino fishermen 
in their EEZ, the Philippines brought the maritime disputes to the Tribunal under UNCLOS and 
won the case against China in 2016 (see Appendix 1, Figure 103 and Appendix 3, Table 22) but 
has since turned to accommodate Chinese demands. Malaysia submitted a joint claim with 
Vietnam in 2009 and a unilateral claim in 2019 on the extended continental shelf in the SCS and 
has generally kept low-profile responses to China. Indonesia had acted as a neutral actor or 
mediator in the disputes until recently when it adopted a harder posture against Beijing after its 
EEZ waters were frequently encroached into by Chinese vessels. Brunei has been almost quiet in 
the disputes, except for a rare and mild stand-alone statement after the “battle” of notes verbales 
sent to the UN in 2019-2020. Taiwan reacted by conducting military exercises in Itu Aba. 
Overall, SCS claimants’ responses have had mixed effects and generally failed to counter 
Chinese coercive activities. 

Whether this trend of coercion may escalate to armed conflicts in the SCS in the upcoming 
years, and how to address that risk are critical problems to the SCS claimants. A conventional 
war is unlikely to break out due to the consequential economic, political, and security loss to the 
warring nations. Nonetheless, Beijing can launch a military assault or surprise occupation in the 
SCS as a fait-accompli (as it did to Vietnam in the Paracels and Spratlys or to the Philippines in 
the Mischief Reef or Scarborough Shoal) anytime between now and in two decades4. After all, 
grabbing territory by fait accompli has been more common than by coercive threats over the past 
hundred years (Altman, 2017b). Additionally, even without military clashes, such escalated 
coercion still poses a major threat to the security and economic resources of SCS states.  

 

Research questions  
The overarching question of the dissertation is what policies of weaker nations5 are 

effective for countering Chinese coercion in the South China Sea (SCS) disputes and why. 
Particularly, the dissertation aims at answering the two research questions:  

 
4 This period is based on reports about potential conflicts in East Asia (e.g. Szayna et al. 2017) and the Chinese 
assertive grand strategy (including the so-called “recovering the lost territory”) by 2049.   
5 The concept of “weaker nations/states”, “smaller nation/states”, “South China Sea nations” or “South China Sea 
claimants” in this dissertation refers to Vietnam, the Philippines, Malaysia, Brunei, Indonesia and Taiwan – states 
around the South China Sea – that have territorial disputes or maritime conflicts (Indonesia) with China. 
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1. What policies6 have weaker nations adopted to respond to China’s coercive actions7 in the South 
China Sea?   

2. What combined factors8 are associated with the effectiveness of these policies? 

The lessons from past successes and failures may provide significant implications for current and 
future policymaking.   

 

Research objectives  
 

Original knowledge contribution to empirical and theoretical studies 

As discussed in Chapter 2, many studies have focused on Chinese aggressive behaviors in the 
SCS, particularly since the 2010s and mostly in the context of competition with the US. Many 
papers analyze SCS claimants against Chinese SCS expansion,  yet they again concentrate on the 
past two decades and each nation separately e.g. Vietnam or the Philippines. There has been no 
systemic research on how SCS claimants combat Chinese coercion or aggression over the  long 
term (since the 1970s), synthetically and comparatively across the nations. Additionally, the 
existing studies on SCS nations’ responses to Chinese coercion are virtually qualitative with 
several data points for a certain time lapse or context with a lack of quantitative analysis for a 
long period. My dissertation aims at filling that research gap to provide a comprehensive 
analysis of SCS’s responses to Chinese coercion by evidence from 1970 to 2021, both 
quantitatively and qualitatively,  especially by the novel dataset collected for all the SCS 
claimants.  

The original contribution of the dissertation is twofold. Empirically, it provides a dataset of 
how China coerced SCS nations and their responses between 1970 and 2021, which may add 
value to future analysis of the SCS disputes, particularly about Chinese aggression and SCS 
nations’ reactions.  

 
6  Policies may include political or diplomatic, economic, military, and/or legal instruments, separate or combined. 
7 Coercion, or coercive actions, in territorial disputes may range from a political statement, diplomatic protest, 
legislative enactment, or law enforcement to non-military deployment (of coast guard vessels, survey vessels, 
maritime militia, oil rigs, etc.), gray-zone tactics (harassment by the navy), military exercises, a fait accompli 
(surprise occupation of an unoccupied island or reef), to limited use of force under the threshold of conventional war 
or full use of force. Chapter 2 provides a more detailed definition of coercion.    
8 Factors or variables include coercive actions, counter-coercion policies, and context (of coercers, coerced nations, 
and international environment); for instance, the domestic context (politic, economic, social factors) of coercer and 
coerced nation; the decision-making process of coerced nations; bilateral relations between the two nations in 
territorial disputes; international context: alliance, partnership, impact from a third party (e.g. UN, ASEAN, third 
nation), territorial disputes between coercer/coerced nation with other countries.    
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Theoretically, the dissertation is expected to add to the scholarship of inter-state coercion an 
empirical study of the SCS disputes and armed conflicts with a focus on the policymaking of 
small states in territorial contests. Moreover, with regard to Southeast Asian studies, it also aims 
to offer an insight into the understudied policies of SCS nations against Chinese coercion in 
territorial disputes through a cross-nation comparative analysis.  

 

Policy implications 

As presented in chapter 8, the findings of the dissertation have policy implications about 
coercion and counter coercion in territorial disputes for the SCS claimants and other states 
(including the US, Japan, India and Australia) involved or interested in Indo-Pacific security and 
the policymaking of the SCS claimants.  

Especially, the research findings should be useful for US policymakers in conducting its Free 
and Open Indo Pacific strategy, addressing the Chinese challenge in Southeast Asia, and 
enhancing bilateral ties with SCS nations.  

 

Research scope 

To achieve these objectives and for a viable scope, the dissertation explores the policies of 
Vietnam, the Philippines, Malaysia, and Indonesia on countering Chinese coercive actions in the 
SCS from 1970 to 2021. The starting time is selected as China has demonstrated its 
aggressiveness in the SCS remarkably and strategically since the early 1970s9 (see Chubb 
(2021c), and the cutoff time is for the initially planned completion of the dissertation.  
  

 
9 In 1970, China started surveying and patrolling the Paracels, including the Western part occupied by South 
Vietnam, which continued till at least 1973. It has also upgraded or constructed new facilities on the Woody Island 
since 1971. See Garver, John. “China’s Push Through the South China Sea,” China Quarterly, No. 132 (1992), pp. 
999-1028.   
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Chapter 2. Empirical and Literature Review 

This chapter aims at providing an overview of the SCS disputes and reviewing the literature 
on large powers’ coercion of smaller nations in the context of territorial disputes. The chapter 
first depicts an overview of the SCS disputes and highlights the risk of armed conflicts from the 
disputes, particularly by Chinese coercive strategy. Second, it reviews theories that may offer a 
theoretical framework for analyzing, explaining, and evaluating small states’ policy responses to 
Chinese coercion.   

 

Overview of the South China Sea Disputes  
This part introduces the SCS disputes to clarify China’s coercive strategies and responses by 

other SCS claimants in the big picture.  

The South China Sea disputes are complex as they embrace at least three layers of interested 
actors with diverse motivations: international or regional systems, states, and sub-state 
organizations. First, the international or regional system includes the geostrategic competition 
between large powers as “Asia's Cauldron” – a complex contest, particularly between China and 
the United States (Hayton, 2014; Kaplan, 2014). The South China Sea disputes also have impacts 
on other Asian states (e.g. Japan) (Sakuwa, 2017). A future scenario of the Chinese acquisition 
of Spratlys Island would have a significant influence on regional nations (Senese, 2005). Second, 
territorial and maritime disputes in the South China Sea have involved the littoral states (Fravel, 
2007, 2015; Beckley, 2017; Hawksley, 2018; Erickson & Martinson, 2019), of which China is 
the dominant aggressor and the  “common denominator of intensifying anxiety for its South 
China Sea maritime neighbors” (Blazevic, 2012). Among them is the prominent and complex 
conflict between China and Vietnam, for “Vietnam is most affected as it is first in the path of 
Chinese ambitions” (Blazevic, 2012). Another prominent pair of conflicts is China and the 
Philippines (Vitug, 2018). Third, the South China Sea disputes affect sub-state organizations 
including industries, enterprises, interest groups, localities, and people (Spangler, Karalekas, & 
de Souza, 2017).  

The complexity of SCS disputes can be manifested by types of disputes, key players, and 
motivation for disputes.  
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Types of disputes  

There are different ways to categorize the SCS disputes subject to the goals and interests in 
categorization. Two common ways of categorization are based on the disputed target and the 
number of disputants (as summarized in Table 1).  

Based on what is disputed (physical targets or objects of dispute), there are three main types 
of disputes in the South China Sea over 1) features: the territorial sovereignty of islands, rocks, 
and reefs; 2) waters, including resources from waters and seabed; and 3) rights: the coastal-state 
versus international rights for economic or military purposes (Dutton, 2011; Keyuan, 2021, p. 2).  

This category is applied throughout the dissertation, with the classification of the SCS 
disputes against four targets of China’s coercive actions: 1) islands (rocks or reefs) to be 
occupied and controlled; 2) waters (including resources in the waters and the seabed) to be 
controlled and exploited; 3) vessels (of fishermen, oil exploration or survey) to be expelled, 
disrupted or assaulted; and 4) governments to be coerced into submitting to Chinese claims 

Based on the number of disputants, there are two intertwined levels: bilateral (e.g. China vs. 
Taiwan over the Pratas island, China vs. the Philippines over the waters, China vs. the US, EU, 
Australia, Japan, or India over the freedom of the sea) and multilateral disputes (e.g. China, 
Taiwan, Vietnam, the Philippines, Malaysia and Brunei over Spratly rocks and reefs).  

The multilateral disputes in the SCS are different from bilateral ones. First, they are more 
complicated to negotiate and resolve, e.g. all claim sovereignty over a rock/reef. Second, the big 
challenge to the multilateral SCS dispute is that China, given its power and advantages, always 
rejects the multilateral approach, only accepting bilateral negotiation with each disputant.  

Both bilateral and multilateral disputes also embrace different features, including security, 
political, economic, legal and environmental impacts. 

Table 1.  Different types of disputes in the South China Sea 

By target of dispute By number of disputants 
Islands Bilateral  

e.g. China vs. the Philippines over the Scarborough 
Shoal; China vs. the US over the freedom of navigation 

Waters and resources Multilateral 
E.g. China vs. Vietnam vs. Taiwan over the Paracels; 
China, Taiwan, Vietnam, the Philippines, Malaysia and 
Brunei over the Spratlys (in whole or part). 

Other rights (navigation)  

 

To answer the research questions (policies of SCS nations against Chinese coercion) and for 
a feasible scope, as explained in Chapter 1, this dissertation focuses on bilateral disputes between 
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China and weaker nations in the SCS, namely Vietnam, the Philippines, Malaysia, Brunei and 
Indonesia, over territorial sovereignty and maritime resources.  

 Moreover, as reviewed in the next section, both theories and empirical events showed that 
the risk of armed conflicts in the SCS comes from bilateral disputes between China and other 
SCS claimants (particularly with Vietnam or the Philippines), not among the SCS claimants.  

 

Key players involved in the SCS disputes 

The direct parties in the SCS are China, Taiwan, Vietnam, the Philippines, Malaysia, and 
Indonesia10 (with its partial EEZ claimed by China). As the dominant claimant, China claims 
sovereignty of all the islands, rocks and reefs in the SCS and jurisdiction over the maritime 
space, or “the waters under China’s jurisdiction” as often stated by Beijing without legal basis, 
between 60% and 90% of the SCS waters, subjected to different estimates due to no clarification 
of claims from Beijing (limited by the dashed line in  Figure 1. Map of the South China Sea 
Disputes). While the jurisdictional claims of Southeast nations are transparent, specific, and 
almost aligned with the UNCLOS, Chinese (and Taiwanese) maritime claims are ambiguous and 
inconsistent with international law (Beckman, 2013; Dupuy & Dupuy, 2017) and “present 
problems for all states whose vessels operate in the South China Sea” (Dutton, 2011) including 
security, maritime safety, and obstruction of fishing or oil exploration.  Chinese claims based on 
its self-named “historic rights” or “historic claims” are rejected by the 2016 Tribunal ruling 
under the United Nations Convention on the Laws of the Sea and scholars (Hayton, 2014; Bill 
Hayton, 2018c). Other nations’ claims are based on UNCLOS (see Table 2, Table 3, and 
Appendix 3, Table 21). Following Malaysian note verbale in December 2019 on the continental 
shelf to the UN Commission on the Limits of the Sea (CSLS), China, Vietnam, Philippines, 
Malaysia, and Indonesia have also sent their notes verbales to the UN (while Brunei issued a 
stand-alone statement), clarifying their claims and positions on the SCS disputes based on 
UNCLOS.  

Despite not being a territorial disputant, the US is also involved in the SCS in two ways. 
First, it disputes with China on the freedom of the sea on the high seas (or international waters), 
based on international law. Second, as the strategic waters involve many allies and partners of 
the US, the SCS is a sphere of influence and power competition between Washington and 
Beijing (Fravel, 2017; Ross, 2020).   

 
10 Indonesia does not consider itself a disputant in the SCS, though its part of EEZ overlapped with the 9-dash line is 
disputed by China. Chinese vessels have also intruded into Indonesian waters, particularly around the Natuna 
Islands. In this dissertation, therefore, Indonesia is also referred to as an SCS claimant or nation.   
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Table 2. Who claims what in the South China Sea   

Claimant nation Claimed features (islands, rocks and 
reefs) 

Claimed waters 

China All features in the South China Sea, 
including Paracels, Spratlys, 
Macclesfield Bank, Scarborough Shoal, 
Pratas 

(de facto) 9-dash line, up to 90% of the South 
China Sea, including Natuna (Indonesia EEZ) and 
James Shoal (Malaysia EEZ), and Vanguard Bank 
(Vietnamese EEZ) 

Taiwan All features in the South China Sea, 
including Paracels, Spratlys, 
Macclesfield Bank, Scarborough Shoal, 
Pratas 

Originally an 11-dash line, roughly 80-90% of the 
South China Sea, including Natuna (Indonesia 
EEZ) and James Shoal (Malaysia EEZ), and 
Vanguard Bank (Vietnamese EEZ). 

Tend to follow UNCLOS after the 2016 Tribunal 
ruling (T.-H. Lin, 2018).  

Vietnam Paracels and Spratlys UNCLOS-based 

The Philippines Part of Spratlys, Macclesfield Bank, 
Scarborough Shoal 

UNCLOS-based 

Malaysia Several rocks or reefs UNCLOS-based 

Brunei One reef UNCLOS-based 

Indonesia No reefs or rocks UNCLOS-based 

Source: Author’s compilation 

Table 3. Areas of contested claims between China and other nations in the South China Sea 

Pair of conflict Areas of contested claims Flashpoints (from Chinese 
coercion)  

China and Taiwan All features and most of the waters in the 
South China Sea within the dashed line, 
including Paracels, Spratlys, Macclesfield 
Bank, Scarborough Shoal, Pratas  

Taiwan 

Pratas, Itu Aba island 

China and Vietnam  Paracels, Spratlys, Vietnamese EEZ within the 
dash-line   

Paracels islands, Spratlys islands, 
and Vietnam’s southern EEZ near the 
Vanguard Bank (with oil and gas 
operation) 

China and the Philippines Part of Spratlys, Macclesfield Bank, 
Scarborough Shoal, Philippines EEZ within the 
dash-line 

Scarborough Shoal, Thi Tu island 

China and Malaysia  James Shoal, several rocks, and Malaysian 
EEZ  within the dash-line 

Malaysian EEZ with oil operation e.g. 
Luconia Shoal  

China and Brunei A reef and Bruneian EEZ  within the dash-line None 

China and Indonesia Indonesian EEZ  within the dash-line (around Indonesian EEZ around the Natuna 



 

   10 

the Natuna islands) islands 

Source: Author’s compilation 

Why these nations dispute  

For China, the main drivers of disputes include security (Fravel, 2008); territorial expansion 
(Fravel, 2007, 2010); sea lanes, resources from water and seabed, particularly energy; 
nationalism (response to a “century of humiliation”) (Blazevic, 2012; Morton, 2016; Bill Hayton, 
2018c; Quek & Johnston, 2018; Stephen E Gent & Crescenzi, 2021); and sphere of influence on 
Chinese borders (Ross, 2020). Other coastal nations dispute security (Blazevic, 2012); 
sovereignty (Dutton, 2011), energy, and fisheries (DeSombre, 2019). If the disputes are not 
effectively managed and addressed, they may intensify into armed conflicts (as in 1974 and 
1988).   

Theoretical and empirical review of armed conflicts and China’s coercive 
expansionism in the SCS 

This part probes into the risk of an armed conflict, both intentional and inadvertent, that may 
result from the Chinese strategy of coercive expansion in the SCS, based on theories of armed 
conflicts in international relations.   

Coercion: definition and spectrum 

Coercion, according to Thomas C Schelling (2008, p. 2),  is “the power to hurt”, thus making 
someone give you what you want, in contrast to taking it by brute force. More comprehensively, 
“Coercion is the ability to get an actor— a state, the leader of a state, a terrorist group, a 
transnational or international organization, a private actor— to do something it does not want to 
do. Coercion between states, between states and non-state actors, or between non-state actors is 
exercised through threats or through actions, or both, and usually, but not always, involves 
military threats or military actions.” (Greenhill & Krause, 2018, p. 5). There may exist different 
definitions of coercion, but this definition by Greenhill and Krause covers the main elements 
appropriate to Chinese coercion in the SCS disputes and thus is used for this dissertation. 

There is a broad spectrum in this definition of coercion. Based on this definition and the 
empirical dynamics of  Chinese coercion in the SCS, the dissertation will classify coercive 
behaviors into four groups (as illustrated by Figure 2): no force (yet with an implied threat of 
force), explicit threat/display of force, limited force and brute force. This classification is also an 
extension of the three categories in Militarized Interstate Disputes (MID) from the Correlates of 
War Project (threat of force, display of force, and use of force).  
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Figure 2. A spectrum of coercion 

 

 
Source: Author 

Global military conflicts and Chinese expansionism by forceful coercion in the SCS 

While interstate armed conflicts have decreased since the end of the Cold War and are 
projected to continue declining until 2040 (Thomas S Szayna et al., 2017), they may increase 
after 2020 subject to power shifts in East and Southeast Asia, particularly with a “revisionist 
China” (Szayna, Watts, O'Mahony, Frederick, & Kavanagh, 2017). Wars may break out from 
coercion in territorial contests, intentionally or inadvertently. In fact, territorial disputes have 
been the most common source of conflicts between nations, comprising between 80% and 90% 
of wars from 1648 to 1989 (Cashman, 2013, p. 244). The ongoing war between Russia and 
Ukraine is a vivid example of the danger of territorial conflicts between a “revisionist” great 
power and small neighboring states, like China and other SCS claimants. Worse, there still 
existed 71 unresolved territorial disputes that involve 79 states, including 29 disputes and 27 
states in Asia by 2011 (Wiegand, 2011, pp. 86,90).  

Studies by M. Taylor Fravel, the MIT professor and leading scholar on territorial conflicts in 
Asia, especially with China, have revealed that territorial disputes in Asia are more dangerous 
than elsewhere globally for several reasons. First, between 1945 and 2000, Asia had far more 
territorial disputes than any other region, accounting for almost 40% of the world’s active 
territorial disputes in 2000. Second, Asia has undergone more armed conflicts over territorial 
disputes than any other part of the world, comprising 34% of militarized disputes worldwide. 

No force
E.g., political/diplomatic 
protest, economic 
sanction, legislative, 
administrative enactment, 
scientific survey 

Threat/display of 
force, gray-zone 
actions
E.g., political protest or 
legal action with open 
threat of force, patrol, 
military survey, maritime 
militia’s harassment, oil 
rig placement, military 
exercises

Limited force
E.g., chasing or 
ramming vessels, 
arresting 
fishermen, use of 
high-pressure 
water cannons, 
seizing fish catch, 
directing fire 
control radar at 
Philippine navy 
vessels

Brute force 
E.g., armed 
assault on vessels 
or fishermen, 
surprise 
occupation of 
territory, 
blockade of 
waters by force, 
armed conflicts
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Third, Asian nations have resisted the settlement of territorial disputes more than countries 
elsewhere (Fravel, 2014).  

With eleven ongoing territorial disputes, China remains the world’s top claimant of territorial 
sovereignty (Wiegand, 2011, p. 90). Since 1949, China has been involved in 23 territorial 
conflicts with other nations (Fravel, 2007).  While China has settled many land-border disputes 
with its neighbors, it has not resolved most maritime disputes, leaving growing risks of conflicts, 
particularly in the East China Sea and the South China Sea.  

Concerning maritime disputes, according to the Issue Correlates of War (ICOW) Project, 
Asia and Oceania have fewer disputed maritime claims (except for the Middle East) yet higher 
militarized interstate disputes (MID) and fatal MID over claims than other regions (Mitchell, 
2020), indicating that risks of armed conflicts over maritime disputes in this region are higher 
than others. The  ICOW Project also reveals that the militarization of maritime disputes is more 
likely when the challenger nation has naval power, like China. Particularly, “States with greater 
naval capabilities make more claims to offshore maritime areas and use more coercive strategies 
unless they are facing countries with similar naval strength.” (Mitchell, 2020). Also, states are 
more likely to start militarized conflicts in case of domestic instability and highly salient 
contentious issue with past conflicts (McLaughlin Mitchell & Thyne, 2010).  

Worse, nations may not have the motivation to settle territorial disputes; on the contrary, they 
may leverage the disputes for their other conflicts or national interests (issue linkage) by 
coercive diplomacy, militarized threats, or limited use of force in the current dispute (Wiegand, 
2011, pp. 4,5; Yiallourides, 2020). Also, a more powerful state, like China, may delay its dispute 
settlement to strengthen its claims by occupying further contested territory and deter others from 
advancing their own claims (Fravel, 2011). They apply a strategy of advancing territorial 
interests yet under the threshold of armed conflicts by different tactics: gray-zone operations, 
maneuvering around the red lines, and fait accompli (Altman, 2017a).  

This tendency has been in line with the trend of escalated frictions and instability from the 
SCS disputes in recent decades (Hayton, 2014; Kaplan, 2014; Buszynski & Roberts, 2015). Over 
the past twenty years, China’s growing capabilities and use of coercion to execute its maritime 
claims have posed security and economic threats to the SCS claimants and other nations. 
Beijing’s coercive behaviors include cutting seismic cables of Vietnamese vessels, imposing an 
annual fishing ban over the EEZ of other nations, harassing foreign vessels and aircraft in 
violation of the UNCLOS (Pedrozo, 2009), seizing the Scarborough Shoal from the Philippines 
after a militarized confrontation (Ratner, 2013b), moving its oil rig into Vietnamese EEZ, 
ramming and sinking Vietnamese fishing vessels (Leaf, 2014), robbing and kidnapping 
Vietnamese fishermen (Bernini, 2017), building and weaponizing 3,000-acre artificial islands 
(Green, 2017; Panda, 2018), and threatening armed actions against Philippine or Vietnamese oil 
exploration in their EEZs (Hayton, 2017b; Mogato, 2017; C. Thayer, 2017; Bill Hayton, 2018a). 
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From June to October 2019, Beijing deployed dozens of ships to harass Vietnamese oil 
exploration, surveyed inside Vietnam’s EEZ, and continued exploration and intimidation 
campaigns in the EEZs of Malaysia and the Philippines (AMTI, 2019; Zambrano, 2019) (see 
Appendix 2, Figure 136).  

Beijing has adopted a consistent strategy of occupation and expansion – including by use of 
force - in the South China Sea since the 1950s, rejecting or delaying any dispute resolution. It 
occupied half of the Paracel Islands in the 1950s and the other half in 1974, six reefs of the 
Spratly Islands in 1988, the Mischief Reef in 1994, and the Scarborough Shoal in 2012, 
intensifying its intrusion into other EEZs since the late 2000s. In the late 1980s, with the end of 
the invasion threat (from the Soviet Union and the U.S.), China shifted its strategic focus of 
military power to local conflicts in its southern periphery, including Taiwan, the Sino-Indian 
border, and the South China Sea (Fravel, 2019). Since the mid-2000s, China turned to a more 
aggressive approach, accelerating its pace of consolidating claims while deterring others’ by a 
combination of diplomatic, military, and administrative measures (Fravel, 2011; Buszynski & 
Roberts, 2015, p. 60; C. C. Kuik, 2017).  Notably, under Xi Jinping’s rule, Beijing intensified a 
harder line with a more coordinated policy in the SCS such as building massive artificial islands, 
threatening to blockade the Philippines’ Second Thomas Shoal, and unifying maritime law 
enforcement agencies (Chan & Li, 2015; Chubb, 2019). In the future, the peripheral disputes, 
including the South China Sea, will likely remain a part of China’s strategy of using force “for 
the short to medium term” (Fravel, 2019). The goal of China in the SCS is to seize and control 
the SCS for security and economic motivations (Tkacik, 2018). For Beijing, the strategic military 
and security values of the South China Sea are more important than diplomatic or territorial 
conflicts (You, 2017).  

To realize its expansionist strategy, China has embarked on many pathways in different 
domains with various tools and levels to coerce other SCS claimants. On the ground, it deployed 
non-military operations from harassment to aggression and use of force in grey-zone operations 
short of war by coast guards and maritime militia (De Castro, 2016; Le Thu, 2018a; DeSombre, 
2019; Andrew S. Erickson, Joshua Hickey, & Henry Holst, 2019; Erickson & Martinson, 2019; 
K. Zhang, 2019b). Militarily, it has accelerated its military power under the label of “active 
defense” to exert its coercive and aggressive pressure (Fravel, 2019; Patalano, 2019) and 
conducted more frequent military exercises and activities. Legally, Beijing tried to utilize 
international law as a tool to dominate the SCS but there are flaws in its approach (Guilfoyle, 
2019).  In doing so, “...after the Second World War, China redefined borders, assembled 
historical evidence, and exercised military force to create their territorial claims, including the 
renaming of islands.” (Borton, 2015). On the information front, Beijing also launched 
international media warfare with manipulated narratives (Gregory B. Poling, 2016).  

Weaker SCS claimants respond to China by aligning with other states (mainly the U.S.) and 
enhancing their own defense capabilities (Borton, 2015; Fravel, 2015; Carlyle A. Thayer, 2016; 
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C. A. Thayer, 2017; Harold et al., 2019). They have also harnessed the power of international 
laws and rules, particularly the Tribunal case (2013-2016) won by the Philippines against China 
(Schofield, 2016; Phan & Nguyen, 2017; Vitug, 2018). But their efforts have likely failed to 
prevent China from escalating its expansionism and coercion in the long term. In the past several 
years, China has frequently harassed the oil facilities of Vietnam and Malaysia in their EEZs, 
surveyed the EEZs of Vietnam and the Philippines, rammed Vietnamese and Philippine 
fishermen, fishing in the EEZ of Indonesia, and enhanced its military bases on the artificial 
islands in the disputed Spratlys as presented in Chapter 1. 

The risk of another Sino-Vietnamese military clash  

As coercive behaviors in the SCS have risen, risks of armed conflicts are emerging. 
Scenarios of future military clashes between China and the United States have been discussed 
extensively. In addition, although the US military presence near contested islands in East Asia 
may help prevent China from initiating war with claimant nations, that presence - if closer to 
China - may result in Chinese intensified military activities toward the nations hosting U.S. 
forces (O'Mahony et al., 2018). Under Xi Jinping’s leadership, the odds of a military conflict 
between China and the Philippines  - a US ally - or Vietnam have been even higher due to his 
hardline SCS policy (Chan & Li, 2015).  Nevertheless, the risk of a limited offensive (by 
intensity, duration, and geographical area) or a surprise attack of China on the SCS claimants, 
especially Vietnam, has been almost overlooked in recent scholarship, except for brief articles 
following certain incidents.11 This is surprising for both empirical and theoretical reasons.   

Historically, China and Vietnam have clashed militarily several times in recent decades, 
including the Paracels battle in 1974 (Elleman & Paine, 2011; Yoshihara, 2016), the Chinese 
invasion of Vietnam in 1979 followed by armed clashes over land border till 1987, the Spratlys 
skirmish in 1988 and standoffs in Vietnamese EEZ in the 1990s, 2014 and 2019. Geo-
strategically, Vietnam and its SCS islands stand out as the largest barrier against Chinese 
expansion down to the Malacca Strait in the SCS, the critical gateway to Beijing’s long-term 
maritime strategy to dominate the Indo-Asia-Pacific (Borton, 2015). Furthermore, Vietnam does 
not have any security or military alliance with other states and thus likely becomes an easy target 
for Beijing if it decides to use force. As a counterexample, the Philippines  - the other strong 
opponent to Chinese aggression in the SCS – has had a security alliance with the US after World 
War 2 and has never been militarily attacked by China. Regionally, the outbreak of such an 
armed conflict would be consequential not only to the two Asian neighbors but also to the United 

 
11 For instance, Joshua Kurlantzick, ‘A China-Vietnam Military Clash," Council on Foreign Relations, Sept. 23, 
2015, As of July 22, 2018: https://www.cfr.org/report/china-vietnam-military-clash, following the 2014 oil crisis; 
Derek Grossman, “Vietnam Is the Chinese Military’s Preferred Warm-Up Fight,” The Diplomat, May 14, 2019, As 
of July 24, 2019: https://thediplomat.com/2019/05/vietnam-is-the-chinese-militarys-preferred-warm-up-fight/. See 
also articles focusing on Vietnamese defense militarization with implications on countering China: Derek Grossman, 
‘Can Vietnam's Military Stand Up to China in the South China Sea?’, Asia Policy, January 2018;  Shang-Su Wu, 
‘Vietnam: a case of military obsolescence in developing Countries,’ The Pacific Review, 2018. 

https://www.cfr.org/report/china-vietnam-military-clash
https://thediplomat.com/2019/05/vietnam-is-the-chinese-militarys-preferred-warm-up-fight/
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States and its Asian allies in terms of regional stability, security alliance and partnership, 
strategic deterrence, and power competition.   

Theories of armed conflicts suggest that Vietnam and China stand in the most dangerous type 
of dyad that could lead to an armed conflict. Their relations possess the variables with the 
highest probability of war: territorial disputes (the most likely factor), recurring tensions, 
enduring rivalry, arms races and military build-ups (Vasquez, 2004), contiguity, absence of 
alliance, absence of more advanced economy, absence of democracy, and presence of major 
power (Bremer, 1992). The Sino-Vietnamese rivalry is also a typical example of “issue 
accumulation” – contesting multiple issues – that can spiral into an armed conflict (Dreyer, 
2010b, 2010a). Moreover, empirical analyses underscore that recent militarized interstate 
disputes will raise the risks of future maritime militarized disputes (Nemeth, Mitchell, Nyman, & 
Hensel, 2014), which applies to Vietnam and China. Additionally, historical evidence shows that 
between 1918 and 2016 assertive nations tended to acquire territory by fait accompli much more 
than coercive threats (Altman, 2017b). Also, when a weaker state controls a piece of contested 
territory, the rise in power for the other state that does not hold the territory will lead to increase 
in the probability of war (Bell, 2016).  

Moreover, according to the theory of issue salience in territorial and maritime disputes, 
countries are more likely to use force when their disputed features have high values in issue 
salience including homeland, offshore islands, resources, strategic location, fishing, oil and gas, 
territorial claim (Mitchell, 2020). Especially, “pairs of countries with ongoing maritime claims 
face higher risks for militarized conflict if the claims involve migratory fish stocks, strategic 

locations, exported oil, and connections to ongoing territorial claims” (Mitchell, 2020), 
which is the very Sino-Vietnamese maritime conflict.  

Additionally, based on empirical analysis of maritime disputes, the Co-Director of the Issue 
Correlates of War (ICOW) Project Sara McLaughlin Mitchell predicts that China would be “very 
likely to use military force” in future maritime disputes for several reasons. First, Beijing has 
encountered militarized interstate disputes in half of its ongoing maritime claims during the past 
quarter-century, which raises the risk of future conflict. Second, China is both a challenger and 
naval power in many disputes with high salience values for its claims. Third, there is a higher 
risk of militarized disputes in asymmetric naval dyads (between China and other SCS claimants) 
with high issue salience (Mitchell, 2020). 

In that context, China’s escalated coercion of Vietnam in the SCS may ignite an intentional 
or inadvertent armed conflict which would, in turn, cause a regional security crisis. In territorial 
disputes, why and how China has used force or coercion has been discussed (Fravel, 2007, 2008, 
2010, 2015; K. Zhang, 2019b). That said, there has been negligible research on the policymaking 
of China’s territorial opponents, mostly weaker nations, in fighting Chinese coercion. 
Particularly, how SCS claimants have responded to Chinese coercion and the risk of an armed 
conflict in the SCS has been understudied or studied separately.  
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Therefore, this dissertation adds to the existing knowledge body with a cross-nation 
comparative analysis of the anti-coercion policies by weaker nations against China. For a viable 
scope, the dissertation attempts to fill in the research gap by exploring the policies of SCS 
claimant nations – namely Vietnam, the Philippines, Malaysia, Brunei and Indonesia – to counter 
Chinese coercion in territorial disputes from the 1990s.  

In case China wants to use force for its strategic gains, Vietnam is very likely Beijing’s first 
choice due to both theories and empirical evidence as analyzed above. However, other SCS 
claimants may also be targeted by China subject to its strategy and circumstances.     

 

Theories on small states’ responses to large powers’ coercion  
As China is a large power while other SCS disputants are “weak states”12, this part aims at 

reviewing theories that may help analyze, explain and evaluate the strategies, policies, and 
behaviors of weak (or small) states against large powers’ coercion in territorial disputes. An 
investigation of theories in international relations, armed conflicts, and foreign policy analysis - 
with a focus on territorial disputes by the author – has found no specific theories dedicated to 
policies of weak states against large powers in a territorial dispute context.  

As a result, theoretical approaches will be selected and synthesized according to those 
policies from three main themes in the literature: asymmetric international relations 
(international system-centric), foreign policies of small states (nation-centric), and contextual 
policy instruments of small states in specific territorial disputes (tactic/context-centric). Then the 
results will be crystallized into a framework applicable to analyzing and evaluating policies of 
SCS disputants against coercion.   

 

Asymmetric relations between weaker nations and large powers (international system-
centric) 

Studies on small states have grown remarkably since Keohane called for future studies of 
Lilliputians in international politics more than five decades ago (R. O. Keohane, 1969). The 
literature on international relations categorizes small/weak states versus middle states and great 
powers based on geographical population, area, economy, military power, resources, capabilities; 
and relations in the international system e.g. influence, interests, vulnerability  (M. I. Handel, 
1990, p. 30). Three prominent streams of international system-centric theories summarizing the 
relations between small states and large powers in the world system include the position of small 
nations in global politics, asymmetric relationships, and theories of coercion.  

 
12 The concept of “weak states” itself is controversial in international relations. This dissertation, however, uses it to 
refer specifically to the SCS claimants vis-à-vis China as a large power.  
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The first system-centric theoretical foundation for the SCS claimants’ struggle against 
Chinese coercion is the position of weak (or small) states in international relations. To avoid 
the controversy of definition and criteria for “weak states” or “small states”, this dissertation uses 
the terms “weak states” and “small states” interchangeably and “vulnerability” as the common 
criterion for them. According to Payne (2004), “vulnerabilities rather than opportunities are the 
most striking consequence of smallness in global politics.” Despite their smallness (in terms of 
capabilities, population or vulnerability), small states have significant positions in international 
politics, especially after World War II. Theories of the world system, network approach, and 
interdependence in international relations reveal remarkable advantages and influence of small 
states in the interconnected world (Jervis, 1997; Papayoanou, 1997; Knudsen, 2002; M. Handel, 
2006; R. O. Keohane, 2006; Neumann & GstÖHl, 2006; Vital, 2006; Kassimeris, 2008; Maoz, 
2009; D. Lee & Smith, 2010; Maoz, 2010; R. Keohane & Nye, 2011; Maass, 2014; Willem 
Honig, 2015; Gibert & Grzelczyk, 2016; James & James, 2017). Their advantages include 
geographic location, resource possession, industry dominance, and fewer constraints for 
international institutions, practices, responsibility, rules, expectations, and visibility than large 
nations (Gibert & Grzelczyk, 2016).  

For instance, North Korea, Taiwan, Iran and Israel – small states by most criteria – play 
dominant roles in regional peace and security. The OPEC, a cartel of small nations, is influential 
in global oil prices. Singapore and Switzerland – tiny nations in area and population – have 
prominent clout in international trade and investment. Producing almost half of the world’s 
semiconductors, South Korea and Taiwan become the key players in global high-tech production 
during the worldwide shortage of chips in early 2021.13 Furthermore, if there is one lesson the 
world should learn from the ongoing COVID disaster, it should be that a future COVID-like 
pandemic outbreak from any state – superpower or tiny – may plunge the world into another 
crisis for years. Logically, if weak states are unimportant to great powers, France should have 
left Indochina and African colonies after 1945; the US should have not intervened in Vietnam, 
the Dominican Republic, Grenada, Iraq, or Afghanistan; and the USSR should have not allied 
with the tiny island of Cuba in the other hemisphere. In a nutshell, small states are neither 
invisible nor passive followers; great powers should not ignore their position and impacts on 
international relations, particularly since the 1990s with the end of the Cold War and growing 
globalization.  

Small or weak states are not always powerless but influential in the system of global politics 
subject to many factors, classified into two groups  - their relative strength and international 

 
13 In early 2021, the COVID pandemic caused a global shortage of microprocessors, revealing the share of 43% in 
global semiconductors in 2020 by Taiwan and South Korea and only 12% by the US. See Sam Kim, “South Korea 
and Taiwan’s Chip Power Rattles the U.S. and China, “ Bloomberg, March 4, 2021,  
https://www.bloomberg.com/news/articles/2021-03-03/chip-shortage-taiwan-south-korea-s-manufacturing-lead-
worries-u-s-china  

https://www.bloomberg.com/news/articles/2021-03-03/chip-shortage-taiwan-south-korea-s-manufacturing-lead-worries-u-s-china
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context. The first group refers to the strength of any nation originating from internal sources – 
geographic conditions, material conditions, human resources and organizational capabilities, and 
external ones – international organizations, alliances, patron-client relations, and collective good 
(M. I. Handel, 1990, p. 69; M. Handel, 2006). Accordingly, external sources make up a larger 
part of weak states’ total strength than in the case of great powers (M. I. Handel, 1990, p. 70).  

Specifically, a weak nation with its relatively small strength can take advantage of great 
power competition in the international system or regional structure – the competitive system – 
for its survival and development. In doing so, the weak state may adopt a range of strategies 
including balancing, hedging, bandwagoning, leaning toward third power, or staying neutral 
(Mouritzen, 1991; Vital, 2006; Efremova, 2019). For instance, in the Cold War, weak states 
could adopt external balancing by joining a formal alliance (e.g. NATO, Warsaw Pact) or 
informal protection (e.g. U.S.-Israel; USSR-Egypt, 1956) with a great power (M. I. Handel, 
1990, p. 121). Jervis (1997) clarifies that “Bipolarity permits small states the freedom to be 
irresponsible and exploit their superpower patrons because the common defense against the other 
side is, to a significant extent, a collective good.” Since 1979, Taiwan has received informal 
protection from the US to deter the People’s Republic of China (PRC) from armed attacks or 
invasion. North Vietnam leaned to the PRC for assistance to resist France in the First Indochina 
War and then tilted to USSR and PRC to fight the US during Vietnam War. Another strategy of 
small states to manipulate a great power’ strength for their defense is to leverage the domestic 
politics, including public opinion, of the strong state e.g. Serbia’s exploitation of pan-Slavic 
sentiments by the USSR public; Taiwanese or Israeli effort in lobbying U.S. public opinion (M. 
I. Handel, 1990, p. 124).  

Obviously, the impacts of small players’ relative strength and policies depend on the 
international environment around them– the second group of factors. If the relative strength is 
the necessary condition, the global context is the sufficient one for weak states’ influence. 
Theories of small states in the international system clarify the policies and behaviors of small 
states towards other nations, especially large powers, based on domestic factors (strength), 
regional state structures, time horizons, the international system, international norms, culture, 
and historical reputation (Jesse, 2018, p. 4). Weak states are more influential in the balance of 
power or multipolar system where great powers compete with each other for influence than in 
the hegemonial system. However, a weak state may become a victim in the balance-of-power 
system if the great powers can agree to divide it up or “sacrifice” it for their own interests (M. I. 
Handel, 1990, p. 176). The case of Taiwan (Republic of China) when the US normalized 
relations with the People’s Republic of China in 1979 is an example.  

In the interdependent world, great powers could suffer more from the “asymmetrical 
interdependence” – more vulnerable in a certain context than weak states e.g. the oil crisis in 
early the 1970s (R. Keohane & Nye, 2011). This trend has even been stronger in the 
globalization era since the 1990s with growing complex interdependence among nations, which 
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may be a comparative advantage for weak states.  Notably, small states can exploit systemic 
vulnerabilities, or “negative externalities” to both strong and weak nations, to leverage their 
impacts on and thus benefits from large powers (Kassab, 2015, 2017). In other words, the 
vulnerabilities of weak states (e.g. armed conflicts, pandemics, economic crises) in an 
interconnected world could spill over or affect great powers, so the latter have to involve in 
tackling the problems of the former.     

The scholarship on small states’ systemic impacts has implications for the small SCS 
disputants to leverage their positions and influence in the global structure and regional 
architecture to confront Chinese coercive strategies. For instance, weaker SCS nations may 
welcome US involvement in the SCS to curb Chinese aggression. A good context for this 
strategy is when the two great powers compete with each other for their global strategic interests 
and their influence in Southeast Asia as was the case since the mid-2010s with the growing US-
China confrontation. However, caution should be taken. If this competition is escalated into 
armed conflicts where Southeast Asia becomes the battleground, SCS nations will be burnt 
directly or forced to take sides. Additionally, SCS claimants may get involved in regional and 
multilateral economic institutions to reduce reliance on the Chinese economy and prevent 
Chinese coercive behaviors harmful to themselves and thus to those multilateral institutions.  

Based on the systemic vulnerability or asymmetrical interdependence, SCS claimants may 
deter Chinese armed adventure by enhancing their defense capabilities to assure that any armed 
conflict in the SCS may cause such substantial loss to China that Beijing has to think again. For 
instance, SCS states’ missiles, fighter jets, and submarines could target Chinese commercial 
ships or oil tankers to China and even disrupt all trade flows through the SCS. This disruption 
will shake the Chinese economy or at least drive the cost of all commodities to and from China, 
including surging insurance, to an unbearable level that is higher than the assumed benefits from 
the Chinese armed attack. In an escalated scenario, the regional, if not the global economy, will 
be also in danger and require all great powers to put pressure on China. The SCS claimants could 
also attract many multi-national corporations, including Chinese firms, to do business in their 
countries or turn into a manufacturing or logistics hub, so any war or armed conflict in the SCS 
(or on land) may cause a shock to regional economies, which may make China the first and even 
the largest victim. As Beijing aimed to become a global leader in innovation with greater “soft 
power” by 2035 and realize the China Dream of “national rejuvenation” by 2050 (Scobell et al., 
2020), any blow to the Chinese economy and global reputation, exacerbated by escalating US-
China confrontation, may undermine this grand strategy. The key point is that SCS claimants 
should be sufficiently capable and determined to make such deterrence reliable and clear to 
Beijing.   

Furthermore, in the interdependent world, Beijing’s use of force or coercion in the SCS may 
have negative impacts on other security tensions between China and Taiwan, Japan in the East 
China Sea, and India in the Himalayas. Other disputants of China would likely enhance their ties 
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or partnership with the US and other Western nations to build an anti-China front, the last thing 
Beijing may want. The weak SCS states may leverage this systemic effect by involving great or 
large powers like the US, EU, Japan and India in the SCS disputes in their favor.     

The second relevant theoretical group at the systemic level is the theory of asymmetric 
relationships which refers to the ties between a weaker state and a stronger one with the 
disparity in capabilities. This theory is relevant to the theories of systemic vulnerability and 
asymmetrical interdependence above but concentrates on bilateral relations. According to 
Womack (2016a, p. 10), a prominent scholar on international asymmetric relations, “An 
asymmetric relationship is one in which the smaller side is significantly more exposed to 
interactions than the larger side because of the disparity of capabilities...” The stronger state 
wants a regional order best serving it and hence deference from the weaker. The weaker state 
worries about its vulnerability to the stronger and therefore needs autonomy from it (Womack, 
2016a, p. 1). Consequently, they will treat each other in a way that optimizes those targets; 
specifically, the stronger nation might promise the autonomy and security of the weaker nation in 
exchange for respect for regional order and sphere of influence by the latter to the former. An 
example is the end of border conflicts and the return to normalcy between Vietnam and China in 
1990 after Vietnam adopted an independent, multilateral foreign policy, dropping its close 
alliance with the Soviet Union. However, the disparity in capabilities between the weaker and the 
stronger may result in misperception and distrusts between the two nations with potential 
security risks (Womack, 2016a, p. 203).   

Notably, Womack has intensively studied the relations between China and Vietnam which 
act as a starting point and then a dominant example in his theoretical development of asymmetric 
relationships and related publications (Womack, 2003, 2004, 2006, 2010a, 2010b, 2016a, 
2016b). His work highlights the reality of asymmetrical relations in defiance of theories of 
international relations. By theories, the weaker state with disparity of capabilities will react by 
external balancing in terms of alliances or will become part of the stronger state’s hegemony. 
However, in many cases the strong state cannot dominate the weaker one; instead, both exist in 
the aforementioned sphere of asymmetrical relations, as exemplified by Vietnam – China 
relationship since the 1990s (Womack, 2006, p. 2). Womack may partly explain China’s policy 
toward Vietnam over the past three decades as detailed in Chapter 5 (Policies of weaker nations).  

The asymmetric relations in a dyadic context may also explain the policies and behaviors of 
small states better than other analytical approaches based on capabilities or smallness (Long, 
2017). In an asymmetric landscape, small or weak states have different pathways of influence on 
large powers. According to Richard Ned Lebow, “Small states that possess advantages in 
relevant asymmetries, or convince superpowers that they do, can exercise influence out of all 
proportion to their relative capabilities.” The asymmetric advantages include resources, interests, 
justice, time pressure, reputation, and the willingness to suffer  (Lebow, 1997). In peacetime, 
weak states can provide political support, resources, prestige, and geopolitical outreach for great 
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powers in exchange for survival, a stable international environment, and economic benefits 
(Kassab, 2018). At war, theories of asymmetric conflicts also suggest that the weak may win 
wars against the strong if they apply opposite strategic interactions e.g. guerilla tactics against 
conventional attack (Arreguín-Toft, 2005).  

The theory of asymmetric relations approaches offers a useful framework for explaining the 
sensitivity, alertness, and responses of weaker claimants to any Chinese coercive behaviors in the 
SCS. For instance, the weaker nations in the SCS may utilize legal tools to reveal Chinese 
coercive policies or threats to use force in defiance of international law, putting the global 
reputation and legality of China under worldwide criticism, particularly from other great powers 
and international organizations, and undermining China’s regional legitimate influence. The 
legal battle may deter or constrain Chinese aggression in two ways. First, it reveals the illegal 
nature of Chinese behaviors, spotlighting China as an illegal actor in the world and hence 
undermining China’s international reputation and standing in international institutions. Second, it 
erodes Chinese bargaining power in maritime disputes. Actually, China has demonstrated that it 
was afraid of being sued in international courts/institutions. When the Philippines brought the 
case against China to the Arbitral Tribunal established under Annex VII of UNCLOS, Beijing 
adopted a stick and carrot policy with Manila to terminate the case.  

Smaller states can also call for international attention to Chinese aggressive behaviors in the 
SCS which may hurt the Chinese reputation. In case of an armed conflict, weaker SCS nations 
may consider adopting guerilla tactics against China, for instance by using maritime militia and 
leveraging their geographic advantages.  

The third theoretical framework comes from theories of coercive bargaining in 
international relations, including coercive diplomacy. Thomas Schelling laid the groundwork 
for coercive diplomacy in which diplomacy is used as a bargaining strategy employing coercion, 
including the threat of force, as the bargaining power (Thomas C. Schelling, 1960; Thomas C 
Schelling, 2008).  

A bargaining model of international conflict suggested by Sechser (2018) clarifies the 
choices of the stronger states to coerce weaker ones. Based on coercion as a process of strategic 
bargaining, the model puts forward two counterintuitive, yet practical, explanations of the 
coercers’ behaviors. First, due to its greater military power, the stronger side may make 
excessive demands on the weaker side and thus increase the risk of failure. Second, when the 
coerced nation has high resolve, the coercer may reduce its demand, thus increasing the 
likelihood of successful coercion. The critical point is the bargained magnitude of demands. In 
other words, when the target is more resolved and the coercer more flexible, coercion may 
achieve results. Additionally, “irrational” variables such as emotion, status, and leadership could 
also be factored into the bargaining model of conflict (Little & Zeitzoff, 2017). The bargaining 
model of war also highlights primary factors that may increase the risk of wars, particularly 
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information asymmetries (about the enemy), commitment problems (including leadership, 
regime type, and relative capabilities), and issue indivisibility (Mitchell, 2016).   

This bargaining theory may provide explanation and policy implications for the weaker SCS 
claimant states in response to Chinese coercion in a certain context. For instance, after the 
Philippines won the Arbitral Tribunal award, China was more flexible and tolerant to Filipino 
fishermen in the Scarborough Shoal, despite still seizing the Shoal and sustaining coercive 
threats to the Philippines without escalating the conflict.   

According to a theory of asymmetric interstate coercion, great powers may adopt various 
strategies to deal with weaker states, ranging from accommodation to coercion to brute force. 
However, if the great power’s threats are not strongly supported and signaled, it may fail to 
coerce the weaker, as suggested by the compellence theory, particularly with U.S. interventions 
(Chamberlain, 2016). A great power may find a coercive strategy more effective and efficient 
when there are options in a coercion spectrum that can be bargained with the weaker (Haun, 
2015; Gompert & Binnendijk, 2016). On the other hand, a weaker nation can also utilize this 
spectrum for achieving its targets without resorting to war. For instance, China has adopted a 
broad range of coercive tactics to test the responses and resolve of the SCS claimants. When 
China moved its giant oil rig to Vietnamese waters in 2014, Beijing wanted to coerce Hanoi into 
recognizing the sovereignty of China over the disputed Paracel islands, testing Vietnamese 
leaders for their resolve in territorial disputes and likely deterring Vietnam from following the 
Philippines in the tribunal case filed in 2013. Vietnam responded firmly by sending coast guards 
and civilian ships to confront Chinese vessels continuously for more than two months and 
publicly condemning China, calling for international attention and support. In a rare reaction, 
Hanoi took foreign journalists, some of whom were based in Beijing, on a Coast Guard ship to 
the scene to film and report China’s aggressiveness14. Moreover, the Central Party Committee 
(Vietnam’s most powerful collective leadership) of the Vietnamese Communist Party convened 
an emergent meeting to discuss a resolution on exiting China’s orbit and leaning toward the 
US15. Eventually, Beijing then had to withdraw the oil rig and there have been no similar 
incidents ever since. Likewise, when China sent vessels to harass and stop Philippine vessels 
from supplying the BRP Sierra Madre (a beached ship turned into a defensive post) at the Second 
Thomas Shoal also in 2014, Manila just ignored Chinese harassment and continued the supply. 
Eventually, Chinese vessels were still patrolling but abandoned harassment.  

Theories of coercive diplomacy in territorial disputes (Wiegand, 2011) also propose that a 
coercer may use a territorial conflict as bargaining leverage to achieve other interests (issue 

 
14 Verified by Carl Thayer, an SCS scholar who was in Vietnam during the oil rig standoff.  
15 See Carl Thayer, “4 Reasons China Removed Oil Rig HYSY-981 Sooner Than Planned,” The Diplomat, July 22, 
2014. http://thediplomat.com/2014/07/4-reasons-china-removed-oil-rig-hysy-981-sooner-than-planned/ and 
“Vietnam, China and the Oil Rig Crisis: Who Blinked?” The Diplomat, August 4, 2014. 
http://thediplomat.com/2014/08/vietnam-china-and-the-oil-rig-crisis-who-blinked/. 

http://thediplomat.com/2014/07/4-reasons-china-removed-oil-rig-hysy-981-sooner-than-planned/
http://thediplomat.com/2014/08/vietnam-china-and-the-oil-rig-crisis-who-blinked/


 

   23 

linkage) by coercive tactics. This is relevant to the SCS where China often exploits the disputes 
for influence on Southeast Asia and great power competition with the US. As Robert S. Ross 
puts it, for instance, “Since 2010, China has relied on coercive diplomacy and threats of crisis 
escalation to constrain Vietnamese reliance on outside powers, especially the United States, to 
challenge Chinese interests.” (Ross, 2020). Others SCS claimants may be mindful of the 
bargaining tactics in coercive diplomacy and utilize the great power contest for their territorial 
interests.  

In short, the theories of asymmetric relations between weaker and stronger states highlight 
the relative strength of small states in the global system, their influence in asymmetrical relations 
with stronger states, and a bargaining spectrum against coercive power. The SCS may leverage 
these characteristics of asymmetric relations in the international system to fight Chinese coercion 
by balancing with other great powers, causing loss to China due to systemic vulnerabilities (e.g. 
economic shock and regional anti-China front), or undermining China’s international legality and 
reputation by legal tools.  

 

Foreign policies and security strategies by weak states in international relations (nation-
centric) 

Much has been written about interstate coercion or coercive diplomacy but focused on non-
territorial issues and the perspective of the coercer. The discourse concentrated on stronger 
states’ rationales and the effectiveness of coercing weaker nations, mostly the US or China 
(Thomas C. Schelling, 1960; Pape, 1992; Daniel Byman & Waxman, 2002; Fravel, 2007, 2008, 
2010; Haun, 2015; Chamberlain, 2016; Greenhill & Krause, 2018; K. Zhang, 2019b). On the 
other side, how weaker nations respond to coercion has been neglected in the literature, or 
otherwise mostly discussed in contexts unrelated to territorial disputes e.g. non-territorial 
conflicts or policy changes (D. Byman & Waxman, 1999; Arreguín-Toft, 2005; Haun, 2015). 
Therefore, the following section will explore studies focusing on the foreign policy and security 
strategy of small states or weaker nations in international relations, which is an umbrella of anti-
coercion policies in territorial disputes.   

Both the foreign policies and security strategies of small states ultimately aim at improving 
resilience against their inherent vulnerabilities in creative ways (Cooper & Shaw, 2013, p. 2). As 
explained by theories of foreign policy analysis -  a subset of international relations, small states 
can have diverse foreign policies attributed to domestic factors, such as leadership, perceptions, 
identity, the policymaking process, and the purpose of the state (Gvalia, Siroky, Lebanidze, & 
Iashvili, 2013; Gigleux, 2016; Coaty, 2018). Despite lacking capabilities, small nations can use 
foreign policies of prioritization, coalition-building, and image-building to exert their influence 
in international settings due to the greater informality, flexibility, and autonomy of their small 
public administrations (Baldur & Sverrir, 2017). They can achieve international influence 
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through three pathways: derivative (from linkage to great powers), collective (linkage to non-
great powers), and particular-intrinsic (location, resources, governance, institution) (Long, 2016). 
Leveraging particular-intrinsic assets, small nations like Singapore or Vatican can utilize their 
soft power or “political economy potential, models of good governance and diplomatic 
mediation as forms of power” (Chong, 2010).  Their diplomacy may have advantages in the 
context of bilateral relations, higher moral status to win domestic and international support, and 
financial or economic contests (Cooper & Shaw, 2013, p. 35). In addition to international 
relations theories, recent scholarship on international political economy highlights “small-state 
agency”, suggesting that small nations can go beyond their resilience to exert international 
influence despite their enduring vulnerability  (Bishop, 2012).  

Small states may adopt different security strategies for survival and development: staying 
neutral, alliances, bandwagoning, balance or hedging (Baldur & Sverrir, 2017; Vaicekauskaitė, 
2017). They may ally themselves with or join a hierarchy led by a great power for security and 
territorial integrity (Lake, 2011). Apart from a traditional alliance, small nations may also benefit 
from a strategy of “alliance shelter”, meaning “the diplomatic, economic, societal, and political 
alignment response” to large states (Bailes, Thayer, & Thorhallsson, 2016), with more flexibility 
and fewer constraints than a traditional security ally. Their security or military strategies, single 
or combined, can change frequently in response to external environment shock, for instance with 
the four Nordic nations in the 21st century (Edström, Gyllensporre, & Westberg, 2018).  

 
Policy instruments to resist stronger nations’ coercion (context/tactic-centric) 

In general, there are many options nations can adopt to respond to gray-zone operations. A 
RAND research project on gray-zone challenges, for instance, proposes a menu of diplomatic, 
military, informational, and economic responses (Morris et al., 2019).  

• Political or diplomatic channels 

Despite staying out of the spotlight of international relations studies, the foreign policies of 
Southeast Asian nations have also embraced the above-mentioned features while displaying 
certain diversity. Since World War 2, Southeast Asian nations’ foreign policies have been driven 
by external large powers, especially the US and China (Burton & Wurfel, 1990). After the Cold 
War, most Southeast Asia states adopted a “hedging” strategy toward China (Evelyn Goh, 2005, 
2006; C.-C. Kuik, 2016b), “soft balancing” with political alignments and diplomacy to constrain 
the impact of the rising power (McDougall, 2012), or “balance of influence” that covers multi-
dimensional engagement, including security and political interactions, with all giants, especially 
the US and China (E. Goh, 2007; Ciorciari, 2009). Southeast Asian leaders prefer a stable 
external environment with great powers existing in equilibrium so they can reduce risks and get 
benefits from both sides while dealing with domestic politics (Murphy, 2017).  
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Third parties may play a significant role in a conflict between small states and large powers, 
which could be leveraged through political or diplomatic channels by small states (Corbetta & 
Dixon, 2005; Frazier, 2006; Corbetta, 2010; Stephen E. Gent & Shannon, 2011; Peterson & 
Drury, 2011; Corbetta, 2014).  

• Security or military approaches 

Asian nations can deny Chinese naval and air domination by developing their anti-
access/area-denial (A2/AD) capabilities, particularly with U.S. assistance (Beckley, 2017). 
Military or security options for balancing China, both internal and external, consist of 
strengthening military power; the preparation for Chinese coercion, including a surprise attack 
(Kam & Schelling, 1988); coercive attacks through cyberspace  (Greenhill & Krause, 2018); 
security alliance and partnerships; regional multilateral institutions to engage China together 
with “indirect” balancing by facilitating US security commitments to the region (E. Goh, 2007); 
and enhancing defense cooperation with the US (Ross, 2006).  

• Economic Interdependence   

There are strong intertwined political, economic and security ties among ASEAN and 
between ASEAN and China (E. Goh, 2007; Evelyn Goh, 2013, 2014; Pekkanen, Ravenhill, & 
Foot, 2014; Evelyn Goh, 2016). Interstate trade may impact the risks of conflicts in various 
pathways (Copeland, 2015). For instance, trade institutions may cause conflicts between state 
members with large political and social gaps (Hafner-Burton & Montgomery, 2012). Also, when 
status quo powers reduce interdependence or have strong economic links with threatening states, 
“weaker balancing postures and conciliatory policies by status quo powers, and aggression by 
aspiring revisionist powers, are more likely” (Papayoanou, 1997). 

In territorial disputes, trade may reduce the likelihood of both militarized disputes and 
strategies of power politics e.g. arms races (H. Lee & Rider, 2018). Similarly, higher bilateral 
FDI flows may reduce the chance of increasing conflicts between the two claimants and raise the 
likelihood of peaceful management (H. Lee & Mitchell, 2012). Likewise, political conflict 
impacts and is impacted by economic interdependence across the Taiwan Strait (Kastner, 2009).  

 

What to draw and apply from theories  
A synthetic theoretical framework for analyzing and evaluating policies of SCS disputants   

So far the dissertation has pulled out theoretical points from the literature that may help 
answer question 1 (reviewing anti-coercion policies of SCS claimants) and part of question 2 
(policy evaluation). This part will synthesize a theoretical framework applied for identifying key 
concepts and variables to answer the research questions.  
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The aforementioned theories of strategies and diplomacy of small states in asymmetric 
interactions with large powers, including resistance to coercion, may suggest a theoretical 
framework for analyzing and assessing the policies of weaker nations versus China in the SCS in 
the following section and chapters. On the other way around, the empirical analysis would add 
examples and case studies to the scholarly discussion on small states’ foreign policies and 
territorial conflicts, including the vulnerabilities, resilience, and coercive bargaining in the 
current context.   Figure 3 provides a theoretical framework for analyzing and assessing the 
policies of weaker states against Chinese coercion in the SCS.  

Figure 3. Theoretical framework 

 

Source: Author 

Application of theories to the SCS disputes  

Several groups of aforementioned theories may offer significant lessons or implications 
which will be applied to the analysis of SCS nations’ policies against Chinese coercion in the 
following chapters.  

The first group of theoretical and empirical reviews of armed conflicts highlights important 
points relevant to the SCS disputes which may explain and somewhat predict Chinese coercion 
in the SCS. First, armed conflicts may increase after 2020 subject to power shifts in East and 
Southeast Asia, particularly with a “revisionist China”; territorial disputes have been the most 
common source of conflicts between nations. Second, nations with larger naval strength tend to 
claim more offshore maritime space and adopt coercive tactics. Third, nations may not have the 
motivation to settle territorial disputes; on the contrary, they may take advantage of certain 
disputes – by coercive diplomacy, militarized threats, or limited use of force – for their other 
conflicts or national interests (issue linkage). Moreover, more powerful states may delay their 
dispute settlement to strengthen their claims –  by occupying further contested territory – and 
deter others from advancing their own claims. To do so, they apply a strategy of advancing 
territorial interests yet under the threshold of armed conflicts by different tactics: gray-zone 
operations, maneuvering around the red lines, and fait accompli. Fourth, states are more likely to 
start militarized conflicts in case of domestic instability and highly salient contentious issue with 
past conflicts. Fifth, China tends to use coercion against other SCS claimants when it needs to 
enhance a “reputation for resolve” while the economic loss is low, and Beijing is likely to adopt 
non-military coercive means when the geopolitical backlash is high. Finally, Vietnam and China 
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stand in the most dangerous type of dyad that could lead to an armed conflict. Theoretically and 
empirically, other SCS claimants show a lower risk of armed conflict with China.  

The second group of theories of small states in the international system offers implications 
for small SCS disputants to understand and leverage their positions and influences in the global 
structure and regional architectures to confront Chinese coercive strategies. For instance, weaker 
SCS nations may welcome the US involvement in the SCS to curb Chinese aggression. They 
may also involve in regional and multilateral economic institutions to reduce reliance on the 
Chinese economy and deter Chinese coercive behaviors to themselves which would destabilize 
the multilateral institution.  

In particular, the theory of asymmetric relation provides a useful framework for explaining 
the sensitivity, alertness, and responses of weaker claimants to any Chinese coercive behaviors. 
As a result, weaker nations in the SCS may utilize legal tools to reveal Chinese coercive policies 
or threats to use force in defiance of international law. They can also call for international 
attention to Chinese aggressive behaviors in the SCS which may hurt the Chinese reputation. In 
case of an armed conflict, weaker SCS nations may consider adopting guerilla tactics against 
China, for instance by using maritime militia and leveraging their geographic advantages.  

Moreover, the bargaining model of international conflict also has policy implications for the 
weaker SCS claimant states in response to Chinese coercion. The bargaining theory also clarifies 
the primary factors of national context - particularly relative power, domestic politics, and 
leadership - that may lead to coercive behaviors or armed conflicts. In a broad spectrum of 
bargaining, both the coercer and the coerced may interact with each other and find a point of 
compromise. For instance, after the Philippines won the Tribunal ruling, China was more flexible 
and tolerant to Filipino fishermen in the Scarborough Shoal, despite still seizing the Shoal and 
sustaining coercive threats to the Philippines without escalating the conflict. Additionally, 
according to theories of coercive diplomacy in territorial disputes, a coercer may use a territorial 
conflict as bargaining leverage to achieve other interests by coercive tactics. For instance, China 
often exploits disputes for influence on Southeast Asia and great power competition with the US. 
On the contrary, weaker SCS claimants may be mindful of the bargaining tactics in coercive 
diplomacy and utilize the great power contest for their territorial interests.  

According to the third group of theories of small states’ foreign policies and security 
strategies, small states may exert their global influence through derivative (from linkage to great 
powers), collective (linkage to non-great powers), and particular-intrinsic (location, resources, 
governance, institution) pathways. They may also adopt a security strategy of balance, alliances, 
“alliance shelter”, hedging, bandwagoning, or staying neutral. 

Finally, the fourth group of theories and literature on policy instruments summarizes 
political/diplomatic channels, security or military approaches, informational response, and 
economic interdependence that weaker nations may adopt to fight stronger states. For instance, 
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third nations may play a significant role in a conflict between small states and large powers, 
which could be leveraged through political or diplomatic channels by small states. In territorial 
disputes, trade may reduce the likelihood of both militarized disputes and strategies of power 
politics.  

 

 Applied concepts and variables  

Table 4. Relevant theories and applied variables 

Theories Applied concepts and variables 

Armed conflicts; Coercive diplomacy 

(China’s actions) 

• Target of action: Islands (rock, reef), waters, vessels, governments   

• Severity of actions: No force, threat/display of force, limited force, brute 
force 

• Primary coercive actor: government, navy, MLE, maritime militia 

Asymmetric relations and the 
international system 

(Context) 

• China: Southeast Asia policy, Chinese strategic value (of coerced 
target), leadership, domestic instability  

• Coerced nation: international integration, hard stance, cost-imposing 
capabilities, internal tension.  

• Bilateral relations (political and economic closeness between China 
and the coerced nation) 

• Regional context (geopolitics): International support for the coerced 
nation or opposition to Chinese coercion 

The bargaining model of conflicts; Small 
states’ foreign policies.  

(Responding policy instruments) 

• Military force 

• Non-military field confrontation 

• Great power’s backing 

• Diplomacy  

• Publicity 

• Negotiation 

• Foreign business engagement 

• Legal action 

• No action/ Doing nothing 

Policy evaluation • Policy effectiveness (coding in Chapter 3) 
Source: Author 

 

Table 4 summarizes key concepts and variables drawn from the above-mentioned theories (the 
coding and measure of these variables are provided in Chapter 3, Data Analysis, Table 9. 
Variables and coding) as specified below. 
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The dependent variable is the effectiveness of policies adopted by weaker nations against 
Chinese coercion. 

The explanatory variables are major factors identified from the literature and relevant theories 
that may, in combination, impact the policy effectiveness as follows.  

• Coercive action is classified into two groups (target and severity)  
o Target of actions 

§ Island (rock, or reef): to be occupied and controlled  
§ Waters: to be controlled  
§ Vessels (of fishermen, oil exploration, or survey): to be expelled, disrupted, or 

assaulted   
§ Governments: to be coerced into submitting Chinese claims 

o The severity of Chinese actions by the extent of using force 
§ No involvement of force: diplomatic sanction, economic coercion, legal 

instruments, administrative actions (establishing a city administering the disputed 
islands and waters), commercial activities (announcing oil tender or awarding oil 
contracts to foreign companies in other EEZs; conducting tourism in the disputed 
island). 

§ Threat or display of force: Coercive behaviors that imply or show (yet without 
the use of) force against opponents, including the threat of force, placing oil rigs, 
surveillance or exploration in other EEZs; harassing activities by maritime 
militia, Maritime Law Enforcement vessels, and naval forces; surrounding an 
island (or  reef) by maritime militia or fishing boats; military exercises.  

§ Limited force: Actions using limited force (“gray-zone” operations) or physical 
clash against opponents often under the threshold of a conventional armed 
conflict (or brutal force), including occupying or blocking an island (or reef) to 
create a fait accompli, ramming vessels, damaging or disrupting the operation of 
opponent’s vessels, attacking fishermen, e.g. the oil rig incident in 2014.  

§ Brute force: Use of brutal force against opponents, including surprise attacks, 
wars or other types of armed conflicts (by the Chinese military, Coast Guard or 
even maritime militia). E.g. the naval battles in 1974 or 1988. 

• Context:  
o China:   

§ Friendly SEA policy: China’s appeasing policy goals towards Southeast Asia (for 
economic priority, the reputation of “peaceful rise”, or competing with the US in 
regional influence) may decrease coercive actions towards maritime neighbors.  

§ The strategic value of the coerced target (island, waters, vessels): China-
perceived high strategic value of a target may enhance its coercive actions.    

§ Leadership: Aggressive leadership may enhance coercive actions. 
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o Coerced nation:  
§ Hard stance: a hard-stance approach may enhance the counter-coercion 

effectiveness. 
§ Cost-Imposing Capabilities: Military and economic capabilities may enhance 

policy effectiveness if they can impose costs (e.g. loss of assets or reputation) on 
China.   

§ International integration: the more integrated into global networks of institutions 
and activities, the more leverage against Chinese coercion and hence anti-
coercion policy effectiveness.    

o Bilateral relations (between China and the coerced nation): Bilateral relations (between 
China and the coerced nation) include political alignment, trade and investment. Close 
political ties or overreliance on Chinese trade and investment may undermine or restrain 
the coerced nation’s policy effectiveness. 

o Regional environment: The international and regional context (including balance of 
power, global economy, and international law), favorable or unfavorable to the coerced 
nation, may improve or undermine its policy effectiveness. 

• Coerced nations’ policy instruments 
o Military force: the military power to deter or counter Chinese coercion by denial or cost 

imposing  
o Non-military field confrontation: confrontation against Chinese coercion at sea by non-

military assets such as Coast Guard, other Maritime-Law-Enforcement (MLE) vessels, 
and maritime militia.   

o Negotiation: bilateral engagement, agreement, compromise, and negotiation with China 
to cope with its coercive behaviors. 

o Great power’s backing16: The direct support of great powers, particularly the US or 
Russia (formerly USSR), may deter or reduce Chinese coercion. Great power may 
influence the coercion by security alliance, military presence in or alignment with the 
coerced nation (e.g. the Philippines), military asset transfer/sale, domain 
awareness/intelligence, diplomatic protest against China, political alignment, 
engagement activities (freedom of navigation operations, port calls).   

o Diplomacy: Diplomatic protests or political actions (including engaging the UN, G7, 
EU, ASEAN, the US, Soviet Union, Japan, India, Australia, UK, France, and Germany) 
that may constrain Chinese coercion. An alignment or alliance against Chinese coercion 
in the SCS may deter Chinese aggressiveness due to its concern of geopolitical backlash 
(K. Zhang, 2019b). Particularly, the ability to reveal China’s coercive, aggressive and 

 
16 Great power is separated from international support for two reasons. First, it arguably plays an influential role in 
the regional balance of power and deterrence against Chinese coercion. Second, while international support mostly 
focuses on short-term diplomatic or political alignment, great powers’ assistance may have a comprehensive 
spectrum with long-term impact, including security, defense, political and economic engagements. 
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lawless activities (and counter Chinese information warfare) to the international public 
may impact China’s global reputation or interests in other regions. For example, China’s 
revealed aggressiveness may affect its image in territorial disputes with Japan, border 
conflicts with India, the Belt and Road Initiative, growing interests in the polar regions, 
and offshore military activities.   

o Publicity: Apart from diplomatic/political responses, openly informational action to gain 
domestic and international support and leverage from the media, institutions, and public 
attention may impact Chinese coercion. Particularly, the ability to reveal China’s 
coercive, aggressive and lawless activities (and counter Chinese information warfare) to 
the international public (“name and shame”) may impact China’s reputational costs or 
interests in other regions. E.g. Vietnam made unprecedentedly robust publicity of the 
2014 oil rig standoff 

o Foreign business engagement: the participation of foreign corporations in maritime 
projects (exploration, production, export) of coerced nations may deter or restrain 
Chinese coercive operations aimed at those projects (oil rigs, vessels, facilities).  For 
instance, Chinese vessels almost keep away from oil and gas sites in Vietnamese EEZ 
that were joint-venture businesses with Russian or Indian companies (except for the 
harassment of a site involving Rosneft in 2019-2020).  

o Legal tool: the ability to bring the case to an international court, e.g. the 2016 Arbitral 
Tribunal case  

o No action / Doing nothing 

Notably, the policy instruments are neither necessarily mutually exclusive nor independent; 
in fact, they are often interdependent and adopted together (except for “Doing nothing”).  A 
counter-coercion policy may be a mixture of different policy instruments. For instance, the policy 
of resistance may consist of military enhancement, non-military resistance on the ground, and 
US assistance. More broadly, all the explanatory variables are often subject to each other, which 
is why the dissertation uses mostly qualitative methods, especially the case study, to analyze.  

Additionally, the selected theories are also applied for the case selection in the case study 
analysis of Chapter 6 and Chapter 7. Particularly, the aforementioned variables are the ground 
for selecting cases with variation in the variables over time (for one SCS nation) or across policy 
instruments (of different nations at the same time).    
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Chapter 3. Research Methodology and Data Collection  

This part introduces the research design, data collection, and data analysis used for answering 
the research questions.  

Research design 
Research questions  

1. What policies have weaker nations adopted to respond to China’s coercive actions in the 
South China Sea?   

2. What combined factors are associated with the effectiveness of these policies? 
Research type and methods  

Question 1 requires an exploratory research approach, so the dissertation adopts the method 
of general qualitative analysis by reviewing and analyzing empirical evidence of SCS nations’ 
policies countering Chinese coercion.  

Based on the information and analysis from question 1, Question 2 is an explanatory study on 
which factors may contribute to policy effectiveness or lack thereof. Accordingly, the 
dissertation uses the case study analysis, both comparative and within-case approaches, to 
identify the factors associated with the effectiveness of anti-coercion policies.   

The research design to answer the research questions is briefly illustrated in Figure 4. 

Figure 4. Research design 

 
Source: Author 
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Brief theories of case studies and justification for their usage   

The case study method is adopted to address question 2 as it best helps clarify the association 
between the factors and the outcome (effectiveness). The quantitative method is used for 
descriptive analysis of the factors (the trend, frequency, and share of them). However, it cannot 
explain the causal link between factors and the outcome because they are not independent 
variables. On the contrary, many factors often (but not always) go together (e.g. MLE and 
fishing vessels, hard stance and military, diplomacy and publicity) in China’s aggressive actions 
and counter-aggression.  

The comparative case study, including qualitative comparative analysis (QCA), is a useful 
method for comparatively analyzing many cases to explore the potential causal link between the 
factors and outcome. The within-case study is helpful when we need to investigate details, 
dynamics, causal links and impacts of factors in a case. It complements the QCA above in 
verifying, confirming, clarifying or illustrating the factors and their relations (Yin, 2003; Ragin, 
2014). 

As a result, this dissertation adopts three methods: 1) literature review and qualitative 
analysis for question 1; 2) descriptive analysis with the quantitative technique for questions 1 and 
2; 3) case study method (including qualitative comparative analysis and within-case analysis) for 
question 2.  

 

Data sources, data collection and case selection 
To answer the two research questions, the data have been collected from open sources, both 

primary (documentation, news platforms) and secondary (literature review, previous reporting 
and analysis, and existing datasets and case studies).   

Data sources and collection 

1. Secondary sources and collection.  

The incidents of coerciveness are examined, recruited, and compiled into a dataset of 
Chinese coercion in the SCS from 1970 to 2021 from reliable documentation for Chinese 
coercion in SCS available in the literature and open sources, listed in the prioritized order of 
selection: 

• “Maritime Assertiveness Time Series Dataset: PRC in the South China Sea, 1970-2015” 
by Andrew Chubb, a Lancaster University Postdoctoral fellow researching Chinese 
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domestic politics and foreign policy,17 with a Ph.D. dissertation on PRC assertiveness in 
SCS, 1970-2015 (Chubb, 2017, 2021a, 2021c) 

• Chubb, A. (2022), "Maritime Assertiveness Time Series (MATS 1.0)" dataset, version 
1.01, May 18, https://mavd.nbr.org (an updated and expanded version of the Maritime 
Assertiveness Time Series Dataset above, including cases of assertiveness by Vietnam 
and the Philippines.  

• Cases studies also by Andrew Chubb (analysis of selected incidents from the dataset 
above) in “Chinese Nationalism and the “Gray Zone”: Case Analyses of Public Opinion 
and PRC Maritime Policy” (Chubb, 2021b)  
“Incidents and Reactive and Immediate Cases of Coercion” dataset (of Chinese coercion 
in the SCS) by Ketian Zhang (with a Ph.D. dissertation on Chinese coercion in the SCS, 
1990-2015) (K. Zhang, 2019a). Note: Zhang’s dataset only includes cases of “reactive” 
(in Beijing’s perspective) coercion and hence likely misses a significant number of 
Chinese proactive coercion. Nevertheless, it is still useful for cross-checking and 
supplementing other sources.   

• Dataset by China Power Project, CSIS, on maritime law enforcement forces in the SCS, 
including coercive actions of Chinese MLE forces to other SCS claimants.18  

• Dataset by Asia Maritime Transparency Initiative (AMTI), "Fishing Moratorium 
Incident Tracker: 2012-2017,"19 recording incidents mostly between Chinese MLE force 
and fishing vessels of other nations.  

• Militarized Interstate Disputes (MID) datasets, The Correlates of War Project: 
https://correlatesofwar.org/data-sets/MIDs covering militarized disputes between states 
from 1818 to (updated far) 2014, including China versus other SCS claimants. 
Particularly,  
o 1970 – 1992 incidents: “ International Conflicts, 1816-2010: Militarized Interstate 

Dispute Narratives”   (Gibler, 2018) 
o 1993 – 2001 incidents: "The MID3 Data Set, 1993–2001: Procedures, Coding Rules, 

and Description" (Ghosn, Palmer, & Bremer, 2004) and (Gibler, 2018) 
o 2002 – 2010 incidents: “The MID4 dataset, 2002–2010: Procedures, coding rules and 

description” (G. Palmer, D’Orazio, Kenwick, & Lane, 2015) and (Gibler, 2018) 
o 2011 – 2014 incidents:  "The MID5 Dataset, 2011-2014: Procedures, Coding Rules, 

and Description"  (G. Palmer, Roseanne W. McManus, Vito D’Orazio, Michael R. 
Kenwick, Mikaela Karstens, Chase Bloch, Nick Dietrich, Kayla Kahn, Kellan Ritter, 
Michael J. Soules, 2020) 

• A collection of incidents of use or threat of force in the SCS: Pham, V. (2016). The Use 
or Threat of Force in the South China Sea Disputes Since 1945: A Timeline. In: Fels, E., 

 
17 Andrew Chubb’s profile can be found here: https://www.lancaster.ac.uk/ppr/people/andrew-chubb  
18 China Power Team. "Are Maritime Law Enforcement Forces Destabilizing Asia?" China Power. August 18, 
2016. Updated August 26, 2020. Accessed February 22, 2021. https://chinapower.csis.org/maritime-forces-
destabilizing-asia/. The South China Sea Incident Data attached to the article is downloaded (July 31, 2021) at 
https://chinapower.csis.org/data/raw-incident-data/  
19 Asia Maritime Transparency Initiative, "Fishing Moratorium Incident Tracker: 2012-2017", CSIS, July 7, 2017, 
accessed October 19, 2021,  https://amti.csis.org/fishing-troubled-waters/     
 

https://mavd.nbr.org
https://correlatesofwar.org/data-sets/MIDs
https://www.lancaster.ac.uk/ppr/people/andrew-chubb
https://chinapower.csis.org/maritime-forces-destabilizing-asia/
https://chinapower.csis.org/maritime-forces-destabilizing-asia/
https://chinapower.csis.org/data/raw-incident-data/
https://amti.csis.org/fishing-troubled-waters/
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Vu, TM. (eds) Power Politics in Asia’s Contested Waters. Global Power Shift. Springer, 
Cham. https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-26152-2_25 

• Reports and articles about SCS conflicts by Asia Maritime Transparency Initiative 
(AMTI), a project of the Center for Strategic and International Studies (CSIS) that track 
kinetic movements of vessels and disputed features by satellite imagery and maritime 
tracking tools,  available at https://amti.csis.org/features/   

• Case studies of SCS conflicts from reliable sources: Hayton (2014); Green (2017), 
Fravel (2008). 

• Academic papers and reports about SCS nations’ anti-coercion policies in literature.  

2. Primary sources and collection  
2.1. Governments’ documentation of anti-coercion policies on open sources20. These include 

official statements and speeches by high-level officials or institutions and defense white 
papers. These sources are mostly used in Chapters 4 and 5 for analyzing the Chinese 
strategy of coercion and SCS nation’s counter-coercion policies, yet also utilized for the 
dataset of Chinese coercion if appropriate e.g. to verify other sources.  

2.2. News sources and archives: 
The author has screened, read and selected manually and input every appropriate incident 

from the sources below into the dataset of Chinese coercion. 

• News archives:  
o Historical Newspapers with ProQuest platform, from 1/1/1970 to only 

12/31/2018 (printed version) 
§ Publication title: New York  Times, Los Angeles Times, The Washington Post 
§ Search term: ("South china sea" OR Paracel OR Paracels OR Spratlys OR 

Spratly) AND (rtype.exact("Article" OR "article") AND pd(19700101-
20211031))”.  

§ Date of search: June 25, 2022  
§ Filter: Date range: 1/1/1970 – 12/31/2021; Document type: article; Limit to 

the full text.  
§ Outcome: 4359 results.  

o The New York Times with ProQuest platform, from 12/31/2018 to 12/31/2021 
(online publication)   
§ Search term: "South china sea" OR Paracel OR Paracels OR Spratlys OR 

Spratly. Date of search: July 1, 2022. 
§ Filter: Publication date: 12/31/2018 to 12/31/2021. Limit to the full text.  
§ Outcome: 682 results.  

 
20 The author was initially planning to conduct archival research at the National Archival Center and the Vietnamese 
Ministry of Foreign Affairs on the policymaking of Vietnam in response to Chinese aggression in the SCS. The 
focused period is post-1975.  In addition, interviews with policymakers in Vietnam would be conducted at the same 
time, if possible. In 2019, the author did a preliminary search in the National Library in Ho Chi Minh City with 
several findings on Saigon’s plans about the SCS and reactions to Chinese coercion before 1975. However, for 
comparative analysis across SCS nations (and COVID restraints), the author has terminated these tasks, leaving 
them for future research.  

https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-26152-2_25
https://amti.csis.org/features/
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• International news platforms, particularly the New York Times, Reuters, AP, Los Angeles 
Times, Washington Post, Radio Free Asia, South China Morning Post, The Diplomat, 
Financial Times, Asia Times, Nikkei Asian Review, and BBC. Among them, Radio Free 
Asia (RFA) and the New York Times (NYT) cover the most about the South China Sea. 
So the data is collected from them as follows. In particular, the NYT is used to double-
check with the ProQuest above-mentioned archives (which already include it).    

o Radio Free Asia: 
https://www.rfa.org/english/@@search?SearchableText=south+china+sea  
Search term: “South China Sea”.  
Date of search: June 12, 2022.  
Outcome: 1766 items. Data started from July 03, 2003.  

o New York Times: 
https://www.nytimes.com/search?dropmab=false&endDate=20211231&query=S
outh%20China%20Sea&sort=oldest&startDate=19700101&types=article  
Search term: “South China Sea”.  
Date of search: June 25, 2022. Filter: (type = articles; Date range: 1/1/1970 – 
12/31/2021.   
Outcome: 12,585 results, from January 1, 1970, to December 31, 2021 

o Other sources for reference or verification: 
§ https://www.reuters.com/subjects/south-china-sea 
§ https://apnews.com/hub/south-china-sea 
§ https://www.scmp.com/topics/south-china-sea 
§ https://thediplomat.com/tag/south-china-sea/ 
§ https://www.ft.com/stream/514b6581-bbe2-36f7-8fe4-09121d87250b  
§ https://asiatimes.com/tag/south-china-sea/ 
§ https://asia.nikkei.com/Politics/International-relations/South-China-Sea 

 

Case selection  

To answer the research question, the set of selected cases represents Chinese coercive 
behaviors in the SCS against other SCS claimants and their counter-coercion policies from 1970 
to the end of 2021 that were recorded in reliable English sources.  

1. Case unit: an episode/incident of Chinese coercion21 in the SCS  
E.g. the Paracel battle, the cable-cutting activities, the Scarborough Shoal seizure, the 
2014 oil rig crisis, the artificial island-building, the threat to attack islands with force, the 
2020 standoff in Vietnamese and Malaysian EEZs, and the attacks on fishermen.   

2. Population of cases: all incidents of China’s coercive actions against other SCS claimants in 
the SCS from 1970 till the end of 2021 that were recorded in verified English sources.  

3. Inclusion criteria  
3.1. Required variables: An incident that includes the following elements 

 
21 As a reminder, “coercion” in this dissertation refers to “the ability to get an actor— a state, the leader of a state, a 
terrorist group, a transnational or international organization, a private actor— to do something it does not want to do. 
Coercion between states, between states and non-state actors, or between non-state actors is exercised through 
threats or actions, or both, and usually, but not always, involves military threats or military actions.” (Greenhill & 
Krause, 2018, p. 5). 

https://www.rfa.org/english/@@search?SearchableText=south+china+sea
https://www.nytimes.com/search?dropmab=false&endDate=20211231&query=South%20China%20Sea&sort=oldest&startDate=19700101&types=article
https://www.reuters.com/subjects/south-china-sea
https://apnews.com/hub/south-china-sea
https://www.scmp.com/topics/south-china-sea
https://thediplomat.com/tag/south-china-sea/
https://www.ft.com/stream/514b6581-bbe2-36f7-8fe4-09121d87250b
https://asiatimes.com/tag/south-china-sea/
https://asia.nikkei.com/Politics/International-relations/South-China-Sea
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• an act of Chinese coercion against another nation in the SCS22, including (i) political 
protest, diplomatic/economic sanction, legislative, administrative enactment with 
coercive/punitive measures; (ii) surveying/surveillance/patrol operations in other EEZs 
or disputed features, harassing fishermen, harassing or disrupting other states’ vessels 
in their EEZs, naval exercises; (iii) attacking fishermen, seizure of vessels, surprise 
occupation of territory, blockade of waters, armed attacks.     

• a counter-coercion policy (including “no action” (“do nothing”) option by the coerced 
nation; and  

• a policy outcome that can translate into the dependent variable (policy effectiveness). 
3.2. Coerced nations: Vietnam, the Philippines, Malaysia, and Indonesia23 as the four states 

facing Chinese coercion in the SCS with variation in factors and policy outcome  
3.3. Case bounding:  
• Coercive act/incident: A case involves only one act or incident of coercion, not 

multiple acts, to identify relevant responses and outcomes, except for multiple, 
repeated, similar coercive activities to a target (e.g. fishermen) within a time frame 
(and without variation in key variables) which will still be counted as one case.  

• Duration: not limited, as long as there is a clear connection between the coercive 
action, policy responses, and its outcomes. However, the cases would focus on 
immediate and longer-term outcomes (loosely defined, yet likely less than a year), 
except for otherwise clearly specified. The main reason is that it is hardly possible to 
set up a causal connection between the coercive action, the policy responses and long-
term outcomes (more than a year).    

• Time frame for all cases: from 1970 (when China’s coercive behaviors in the SCS 
were initially recorded) until the end of 2021.  

3.4.  Case characteristics  
• Representativeness or typical features of explanatory variables: if there are many 

similar cases (e.g. attacking fishermen), the selected case should be as representative 
of the group as possible. 

• Extreme or exceptional (on the explanatory variables): cases with extreme values of 
explanatory variables (e.g. using armed forces for the variable of coercive severity) 
would be included, particularly the two naval battles in 1974 and 1988. This would 
ensure the data variation in the analysis and have significant policy implications for 
SCS nations.   

3.5. Data  
• Data accessibility: available from sources below 
• Data variability: selected cases should ensure variation in key explanatory variables 

(factors) and the dependent variable (policy effectiveness) 
4. Exclusion criteria 

4.1. No clear coercive elements in Chinese action.  
4.2. No variation in key variables (vs. selected cases). 
4.3. No credible data 

 
22 Including coercion by state-administered “civilian” actors e.g. China’s maritime militia against civilians of other 
nations (e.g. fishermen, commercial ships) for the state’s goals (maritime sovereignty). 
23 As Brunei has a relatively minor claim and almost always keeps quiet in disputes, it is not selected in this 
dissertation.  
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4.4. No conflict between China and other SCS claimants  (e.g. China vs. the US).  
5. Selection process 

5.1. First, the cases were recruited from Chubb’s dataset of China’s assertiveness in the 
South China Sea, 1970-2015 (with the spreadsheet file attached), for the following 
reasons:  
• It was published in a credible journal: Appendix for 'PRC Assertiveness in the South 

China Sea: Measuring Continuity and Change, 1970-2015,' International Security, 
Vol. 45, No. 3 (Winter 2020/21), pp. 79–121, doi.org/10.1162/isec_a_00400.  

• It covers a long-time frame (1970-2015) that helps clarify long-term patterns of 
Chinese coercion and accordingly anti-coercion policies. It is also consistent with my 
selected time frame (1970-2020). Definitely, the cases for 2016-2021 have been 
added.  

• It covers all the incidents of China’s intensified assertiveness in every single year 
between 1970 and 2015, noting the year with no record of assertiveness.  

• Well fit in the research questions: Chinese coercion in the SCS. 
• Detailed notes and sources of data (from the article and his dissertation) 
• Well-coded into type (declarative, demonstrative, coercive, military) and issue 

(military, political, administrative, economic) of assertive action. 
• Avoid potential selection bias if a dataset is built from scratch due to the author’s 

background (Vietnamese nationality and language). Still, the details are added to the 
cases from sources in Vietnamese if necessary.  

Chubb’s dataset has 132 incidents of Chinese assertiveness in the SCS. An incident here is 
not necessarily recruited as a case for the dissertation. Several incidents, despite being assertive, 
do not embrace coercive elements e.g. sovereignty claims on the media. Also, incidents 
confronting only the US - not an SCS claimant - are not selected.  

In general (for all datasets), the author has screened and recruited preliminary cases from 
these incidents based on the aforementioned inclusion and exclusion criteria. A case can be 
recruited from several successive incidents with the same (or no variation in) variables (e.g. 
target, severity, context).  

General including criteria (mentioned in 3. above):  

1) an act of Chinese coercion against another nation in the SCS, including  
a. political protest, diplomatic/economic sanction, legislative, and administrative 

enactment with coercive/punitive measures.  
b. surveying/surveillance/patrol operations in other EEZs or disputed features, 

harassing fishermen, harassing or disrupting other states’ vessels in their EEZs, 
and naval exercises.  

c. attacking fishermen, seizure of vessels, surprise occupation of territory, blockade 
of waters, and armed attacks.     

2) a counter-coercion policy (including the “do nothing” option) by the coerced nation; and  
3) a policy outcome that can translate into the dependent variable (policy effectiveness). 

In total, 100 cases from Chub’s dataset were selected. Particularly, as Chubb’s interests are 
the timing and type of China’s coercive behaviors, many cases in his dataset did not specify 
explicitly the counter-coercion policy and policy outcome. Therefore, these elements were 
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added to the selected cases (based on other sources) which are merged with other datasets in 
5.2. below to compile a new dataset that fully meets the dissertation criteria.   
Excluding criteria (also mentioned in 4. above):  

1) No clear coercive elements in Chinese action.  
2) No variation in key variables (vs. selected cases). For instance, similar incidents of 

assaults on fishermen in the Paracels in the same way (same month, actors, consequence, 
outcome, contexts), only with different fishing vessels.  

3) No credible data (Chubb’s data is credible, as mentioned above). 
4) No conflict between China and other SCS claimants  (e.g. China vs. the US).  
Particularly, for Chubb’s dataset, the exclusion reasons and 32 excluded cases are as follows:  

• Asserting sovereignty claims or propaganda on media, no clear coercive action (Case 
No. 2, 8, 11, 12, 16, 32, 36, 45, 51, 56, 68, 78, 94, 104, 108, 122) 

• Position in UNCLOS debates or on research in EEZ, no clear coercive action (Case 
No. 4, 62) 

• Economic subsidies for fishing, no clear coercive action (Case No. 70)  
• Domestic policy on nine-dash line map, no clear coercive action (Case No. 84, 97, 

116) 
• "Core interest" suggestion for SCS, no clear coercive action (Case No. 101) 
• China vs. the US (Case No. 71, 72, 98, 121)  
• Unidentified area of vessel transit in the SCS, hence unclarified whether there is a 

conflict with other SCS nations (whether to intrude their EEZs) or not (Case No. 87, 
91, 95, 105, 109) 
   

5.2. Second, Chubb’s dataset has been cross-checked and supplemented with other sources 
and cases between 2016-2021 were added from them as listed above, particularly: 
• China Power Project, CSIS, on maritime law enforcement forces in the SCS, 2010-

2020, including incidents between the MLE forces and others or civilians in the SCS 
(e.g. Chinese coast guard harassed  Vietnamese/ Philippine/ Malaysian vessels or 
fishermen). For excluding criteria, the incidents among the Southeast Asian nations 
were excluded.  

• Asia Maritime Transparency Initiative (AMTI) dataset, "Fishing Moratorium Incident 
Tracker: 2012-2017", July 7, 2017. 

• Militarized Interstate Disputes (MID) datasets.  
• Asia Maritime Transparency Initiative (AMTI) reports. 
• “Incidents and Reactive and Immediate Cases of Coercion” dataset (of Chinese 

coercion in the SCS, 1990-2015) by Ketian Zhang  
• Radio Free Asia (RFA) as it often updates the SCS disputes with tracking tools and 

satellite imagery: https://www.rfa.org/english/@@search?SearchableText=south+china+sea 
• Case studies from reliable sources: Hayton (2014); Green (2017)  

 
5.3. Fourth, data points were fulfilled for key variables in the cases with primary sources.  
5.4. During steps 5.1 and 5.2, the inclusion and exclusion criteria from 3. and 4 were applied. 
5.5. Refined and finalized the selection. 
5.6. Built a collection of case narratives.    

https://www.rfa.org/english/@@search?SearchableText=south+china+sea
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Outcome Dataset  

From the above-mentioned process, new data were compiled and collected to build a dataset 
of 329 cases of Chinese coercion in the SCS from 1970 to the end of 2021, particularly against  
Vietnam, the Philippines, Malaysia and Indonesia (please refer to the Excel dataset attached with 
the dissertation). It includes data about Chinese coercive actions (target, actors, use of force), 
Chinese context (leadership, policy on Southeast Asia, instability, strategic assessment of the 
disputed target), SCS context (hard stance on territorial disputes, domestic tension, cost-
imposing military capability), foreign context (political and economic ties with China, 
international support for SCS nations, international opposition to China) and SCS policy 
instruments/responses (confrontation, military, diplomacy, publicity, great power backing, 
negotiation, foreign business engagement, law and no action).    

Table 40, Table 41, and Table 42 in Appendix 7 provide a sample and a brief version of the 
dataset.  

Data analysis  
Due to the descriptive nature of research questions, the dissertation adopts mostly qualitative 

analytical techniques. The research design and analytical method were illustrated in Figure 5. 
Analytical framework as follows.  

Figure 5. Analytical framework   

 

Source: Author 
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Question 1(anti-coercion policies): General qualitative analysis  

1. Theoretical review of coercion, resistance, and bargaining between small nations and large 
powers to identify (see Chapter 2. Empirical and Literature Review and Chapter 4. Chinese 
Coercion in the SCS): 
1.1. The common types of coercion in territorial disputes include the gray-zone actions and 

the use of force (by the navy, coast guard, maritime militia, and civil organizations).  
1.2. The main strategies and policy instruments of anti-coercion policies in territorial 

disputes. 
2. Empirical review and qualitative analysis of policies adopted by the SCS nations against 

Chinese coercion in territorial disputes based on types in 1 (see Chapter 5. Policies of 
Weaker Nations against Chinese Coercion in the SCS Disputes).  

Question 2 (factors associated with anti-coercion policy effectiveness):  

3. Evaluation of policy effectiveness  
3.1. Theoretical background 

There have been few, yet debatable, studies on the success and failure of foreign policies 
(Baldwin, 2000). It is generally difficult to evaluate a foreign policy for various reasons 
including multiple competing goals, short-term vs. long-term impacts, alternative options, 
volatile variables, complex domestic context, uncontrollable international influence, 
incomprehensible leaders’ decision making, lack of data,  and the effect on “the dogs that do not 
bark” (Baldwin, 2000; Morin & Paquin, 2018, p. 46). The evaluation is even harder due to no 
common understanding of the definition of “foreign policy”, “success” or “failure” (Baldwin, 
2000; Oppermann & Spencer, 2016) as well as challenges of assessing different types of foreign 
policies (McConnell, 2016).   

Nevertheless, there have been several criteria to evaluate a foreign policy, including multiple 
goals and costs (to users and targets), stakes to users and targets, and comparative alternatives 
(Baldwin, 2000). Specifically, those may embrace goals of government, benefits of interest 
groups, benefits versus costs, moral or ethical standards, improvements on what has been done, 
comparing with other options, and stakeholders’ support. At a lower level, a program in foreign 
affairs may be assessed by objectives, outcomes, benefitted target groups, valued criteria in the 
policy domain, and support for the program  (McConnell, 2016). For economic sanctions, the 
most common type of foreign policy, the evaluation may be based on the goals and feedback 
effects (Morin & Paquin, 2018, pp. 46-48).  

From this brief literature on foreign policy evaluation, the costs and goals will be adopted as 
the criteria for evaluating the counter-coercion policy effectiveness. In particular, three indicators 
of costs and goals are adopted, including the loss (of island, humans, assets), dispute bargaining 
position, and impacts (economic, political) of the policy on national contexts. The details will be 
provided below.  



 

   42 

3.2. Evaluation framework 
Based on the findings from question 1 (both theoretical and empirical), an evaluation 

framework has been developed, including coercive actions, context, counter-coercion policies, 
policy outcomes24, criteria, constructs and measurements for evaluation, policy evaluation (see 
Figure 6. Evaluation framework and Table 5. Elements for evaluation framework).  

 
Figure 6. Evaluation framework 

Source: Author 

 

3.3. Evaluate the effectiveness of anti-coercion policies.  
This step also lays the groundwork for identifying factors associated with policy 

effectiveness in the next step. 
 

Table 5. Elements for the evaluation framework  

Coercive Actions Context Counter-coercion 
Policy Instruments 

Policy 
outcomes 

Evaluation 
Criteria 

Effective 
Policy  

 

Explanatory variables   Dependent 
variable 

 
24 Policy outcomes may include concession by coercer/coerced nation, coercer’s termination of coercive behavior, 
enhanced/reduced coercion, loss of territory, win/loss of the legal case, etc. 

Context Counter-
coercion 

Policy 
Instruments 

Policy 
Outcomes 

Evaluation 
Criteria 

Policy 
Effectiveness 

Coercive 
actions 
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• Target of actions: 
Islands (rock or 
reef); waters; 
vessels (of 
fishermen, oil 
exploration or 
survey); 
governments  

• Severity of action 
(No force, 
threat/display of 
force, limited force, 
brute force) 

• Primary actor of 
coercion (navy, 
MLE, maritime 
militia) 

• China: SEA policy, 
strategic value, 
leadership 

• Coerced nation: 
international integration, 
hardline policy, 
capabilities 

• Bilateral relations 

• External environment: 
external states’ 
involvement, regional 
and international 
context 

• Military  

• Non-military field 
confrontation 

• Great power’s 
backing 

• Diplomacy 

• Negotiation 

• Publicity 

• Foreign business 
engagement 

• Legal action 

• Doing nothing 

• Loss 

• Dispute 
position  

• Impacts on 
macro context 
(national 
security and 
political 
economy)  

Based on 
the 
combinatio
n of three 
indicators in 
policy 
outcomes 

 

• (High)Yes:  

 

• (Low) No 

(details below) 

Source: Author 

Policy Outcomes (actual) 

Based on theories and empirical review, the policy outcomes include three components: loss 
(including loss of disputed targets, human loss, economic loss),  dispute position, and the impact 
(of both the coercive action and counter-coercion policy instruments) on the national macro 
context. The details of the three components are as follows.  

• Loss: of contested targets (e.g. islands, rocks, reefs, control of waters), humans or 
economic values, measured by: 

o No loss: zero loss of any type. Chinese administrative/legal policy on or coercive 
actions in the EEZ of other nations or construction on its occupied yet disputed 
islands. E.g. fishing ban, oil exploration/survey/patrolling in other EEZs, artificial 
island building 

o Low loss: low economic loss, yet no loss of humans or contested targets (e.g., 
islands, rocks, reefs, or control of waters). E.g. harassment, seizure or assault on 
fishermen; cutting cable of SCS nations in their EEZs or disputed waters 

o Medium loss: high economic loss or human loss, yet no loss of contested targets. 
o High loss: loss of contested targets. 

• Dispute position: Weakening/strengthening bargaining power in the dispute of the current 
and future targets (island/rocks/reefs/controlled waters); deteriorating/enhancing the 
protection of occupied targets; losing/sustaining sovereignty of a contested target; 
increasing/decreasing international support; loss/win of legal case. Measured versus 
before the counter-coercion policy (if any): 

o Better: Better position in the disputed area  
§ Occupation of the disputed area  
§ Win of legal case 
§ Removal of Chinese marker/monument on the disputed area e.g. 

Scarborough Shoal.  
§ Arresting /expelling Chinese vessels/fishermen in disputed waters like 

Paracels or Spratlys.  
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§ Fishing or oil exploration in the disputed area occupied by China e.g. 
Paracels, Scarborough Shoal after 2012. 

§ Protest/confrontation against Chinese vessels/assault on fishermen in the 
disputed area occupied by China e.g. Paracels, part of Spratlys; 
Scarborough Shoal after 2012.  

§ Protest/confrontation against Chinese operation (construction, fishing, oil 
exploration) in or reiterate claims of sovereignty over the disputed area 
occupied by China e.g. Paracels  

o Same:  
§ Arresting /expelling Chinese vessels in one’s EEZ (lawfully undisputable) 
§ Fishing or oil exploration in the disputed area unoccupied by China e.g. 

Spratlys. 
§ Protest/confrontation against Chinese vessels/assault on fishermen in the 

disputed area unoccupied by China e.g. Spratlys.  
§ Protest/confrontation against Chinese operation (construction, fishing, oil 

exploration) in or reiterate claims of sovereignty over the disputed area 
unoccupied by China e.g. Spratlys.  

o Worse:  
§ Loss of disputed area.  
§ No protest against Chinese vessels/assault on fishermen in disputed waters  
§ Confrontation without expelling, protest (without actions) or even no 

protest against Chinese vessels in one’s EEZ. 
• Impact on macro (political, economic, security) context: national security, peace, political 

stability, economic development (oil exploration, fishing), international support, 
measured versus before the counter-coercion policy (if any): 

o Better: better international awareness of the disputed area /international support 
for SCS nations/ international opposition to China; obtain more resources (oil, 
fishing); increasing domestic support for the government.  

o Same: continue oil exploration or fishing; no impact on the macro context e.g. 
arresting fishermen, surveying in disputed waters or EEZ 

o Worse: halt of oil exploration or fishing; foreign investors’ fears of 
uncertain/unsafe macro-environment e.g. the 2014 oil rig crisis followed by 
nationwide protests and attacks on Chinese factories and firms in Vietnam; 
domestic political or security tension/conflict/unrest/instability due to Chinese 
aggression.  

 
Coding for effective policy: 

The literature review indicates that SCS nations often place loss – or the direct consequences 
of coercive actions – as the top priority, followed by the dispute position and then the macro 
impact. Accordingly, they will be the key criteria for evaluating the effectiveness of the counter-
coercion policy.  

Particularly, a counter-coercion policy is effective when certain conditions (combinations of 
loss, dispute position and impact on macro context) are satisfied (12 scenarios); otherwise, it is 
not effective (24 scenarios), as shown in Table 6 (which is a full presentation of all combinations 
of the three variables – loss, dispute position and macro impact – and the corresponding 
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outcome). To simplify the table, several scenarios are combined when there are changes in 
dispute position or macro-context impact yet the same policy effectiveness as below and in 
Figure 7.  

• Effective counter-coercion policy (yes):  
o No loss AND (better dispute position)  
o No loss AND (same dispute position) AND (better or same macro context)  
o Low loss AND (better dispute position)  
o Low loss AND (same dispute position) AND (better macro context)   
o Medium loss AND (better dispute position)  

• Not effective counter-coercion policy (no): the remaining scenarios, including  
o No loss AND same dispute position AND worse macro context  
o No loss AND worse dispute position 
o Low loss AND (same dispute position) AND (same or worse macro context)  
o Low loss AND (worse dispute position) 
o Medium loss AND (same or worse dispute position) 
o High loss 
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Table 6. Coding for Effective Policy 

Scenario Loss Dispute position Macro context Effective policy 

1.  No + + 1 
2.  No + = 1 
3.  No + - 1 
4.  No = + 1 
5.  No = = 1 
6.  No = - 0 
7.  No - + 0 
8.  No - = 0 
9.  No - - 0 
10.  Low + + 1 
11.  Low + = 1 
12.  Low + - 1 
13.  Low = + 1 
14.  Low = = 0 
15.  Low = - 0 
16.  Low - + 0 
17.  Low - = 0 
18.  Low - - 0 
19.  Medium + + 1 
20.  Medium + = 1 
21.  Medium + - 1 
22.  Medium = + 0 
23.  Medium = = 0 
24.  Medium = - 0 
25.  Medium - + 0 
26.  Medium - = 0 
27.  Medium - - 0 
28.  High + + 0 
29.  High + = 0 
30.  High + - 0 
31.  High = + 0 
32.  High = = 0 
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33.  High = - 0 
34.  High - + 0 
35.  High - = 0 
36.  High - - 0 

Source: AuthorNote: +: Better    =: Same    -: Worse    1: Effective policy    0: Not effective policy   

 

Figure 7. Evaluation of counter-coercion policy 

 
Source: Author 

 
Table 7 provides an example of the coding of policy effectiveness based on three criteria 

(loss, dispute position and macro impact) with 36 scenarios and exemplified cases.  
 

Table 7. Example: Coding of counter-coercion policy effectiveness 

Scenario Loss Dispute Position Macro Context Effective 
Policy 

Exemplified cases 

1-6 No Better/Same  Better/Same/Worse  Yes The 2014 Oil rig standoff; protest against 
the fishing ban  

7-9 No Worse  Better/Same/Worse No Duterte’s U-turn policy; China’s massive 
island-building; survey/patrol in EEZ 

10-12 Low Better  Better/Same/Worse  Yes The Tribunal case; protest  against the 
assault on fishermen in disputed waters 
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(Paracels) 

13 Low Same  Better  Yes Cable-cutting incidents in EEZ;   

14-15 Low Same  Worse/Same No Assault or arrest of fishermen in 
Paracels without protest (or in EEZ with 
protests)  
Chinese fishing in EEZ with protest 

16-18 Low Worse  Better/Same/Worse No Chinese fishing in EEZ without protest  

19-21 Medium Better Better/Same/Worse Yes Yet to find an actual case. (An incident 
with medium loss may hardly end up with 
a better dispute position.)  

22-24 Medium Same Better/Same/Worse No Fatal assault on fishermen in disputed 
waters with/without protest  

25-26 Medium Worse Better/Same No Tonkin Gulf killing  

27 Medium Worse Worse No Vietnam’s Repsol cases 2017, 2018 

28-36 High Better/Same/Worse Better/Same/Worse No Chinese occupation of Paracels/Spratlys, 
Mischief Reef, Scarborough Shoal  

Source: Author 

An example of evaluation with hypothetical effectiveness is provided in Table 8. Examples 
of policy evaluation. 

Table 8. Examples of policy evaluation  

SCS nation Period Coercive actions Context Counter-
coercion policy 

instruments 

Outcomes Effective 
Policy  

Vietnam The 1970s, 
1980s 

Brute force (Paracels 
battle, Spratlys battle) 

Weak capabilities, 
Neither international 
nor US assistance 

Military  Negative (Loss 
of territory) 

No 

Vietnam 2014 Limited force (Oil rig 
incident) 

Large international 
attention and 
support 

International 
support, non-
military 
confrontation 

Positive (End 
of coercion) 

Yes  

Philippines The 1990s Brute force (Mischief 
Reef seizure) 

US withdrawal from 
Philippine naval 
bases 

Doing nothing Negative (Loss 
of territory) 

No 

Philippines 2013-2016 Limited force 
(Scarborough Shoal and 
other intrusions)  

Strong leadership, 
domestic support 

Legal  Positive 
(Reduced 
coercion)  

Yes 

Philippines post-2016 Display of force (EEZ 
intrusions)  

Leadership change Doing nothing, 
negotiation 

Negative 
(Enhanced 
coercion) 

No 

Malaysia The 2000s Display of force (Intrusion 
into Malaysian EEZ) 

Domestic political 
contests 

Doing nothing Negative 
(Enhanced 
coercion) 

No 

Malaysia 2019 Display of force (Survey New leadership; Diplomatic, non- Positive Yes 
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in Malaysian EEZ) Upgrade military 
power 

military 
confrontation 

(Reduced 
coercion) 

Source: Author – See Appendix, Table 11. Preliminary collection of case studies for detailed case studies and factors. 

For further details of other variables (coercive action, context, policy instruments), see Table 
7. Variables and coding below.  

4. Identify combined critical factors associated with the effective policy (see Chapter 6. 
Critical Factors of Weaker Nations’ Policies against Chinese Coercion in SCS): 
4.1. Compile initial factors  (explanatory variables) contributing to the policy effectiveness 

(dependent variable) in three groups, based on a theoretical and empirical review in 
Chapter 2, as below in Table 9. Variables and coding: 

Table 9. Variables and coding 

Type of 
variable 

Variable 
(factor) 

Explanation Coding Measure 

Dependent 
variable 

Effective 
Policy  

 

 

The effectiveness of counter-coercion policies is evaluated 
based on the policy goals and outcomes. See above for 
the coding.  

 

Yes (Effective): 
No (Not 
effective):  

Yes/No 

Coercive 
action 

 

The target of 
coercive 
actions 

 

• Islands (rock, reef, or shoal): to be occupied and 
controlled  

• Waters: to be controlled  

• Vessels (of fishermen, oil exploration or survey), including 
crew: to be disrupted, assaulted, seized or expelled from 
the contested area.    

• Government: to be coerced into (not) doing something e.g. 
economic sanction, harassing another government’s 
vessel or asset, issuing a threat of force 

Island 

Waters 

Vessel 

Government 

 

Yes/No 

The severity 
of coercive 
actions 

 

 

Diplomatic sanctions, economic coercion, legal instruments 
(enact legislation encroaching other EEZs), administrative 
actions (authorize a city to administer the disputed islands 
and waters), commercial activities (announcing oil tender or 
awarding oil contracts to foreign companies in other EEZs, 
conducting tourism in the disputed island) 

No force Yes/No 

Behaviors that threaten to use or show force against 
opponents, including the threat of force, adopting a law or 
policy allowing the use of force in other EEZs or disputed 
waters (e.g. Coast Guard Law), instigating fishing ban in 
other EEZs, placing oil rigs, surveillance or exploration in 
disputed islands or other EEZs; harassing activities by 
maritime militia, Maritime Law Enforcement vessels, and 
naval forces; surrounding an island (or  reef) by maritime 
militia or fishing boats; military exercises, e.g. standoff in the 
EEZs of Vietnam, Malaysia or Indonesia   

Threat/display of 
force  

Yes/No 

Actions using limited force (“gray-zone” operations) or 
physical interference with opponents, often under the 
threshold of a conventional armed conflict (or brute force), 
including ramming vessels, disrupting the operation of 
opponent’s vessels, seizing fishermen, robbing or damaging 
their property e.g. cable-cutting incidents in Vietnamese 

Limited force  Yes/No 
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EEZ 

Use of brute force against opponents, including assaulting, 
beating, firing at or killing fishermen, occupying the 
contested area by force, surprise attack, wars or other types 
of armed conflicts (by the Chinese military, Coast Guard, or 
even maritime militia). e.g. the naval battles in 1974 or 1988. 

Brute force  Yes/No 

Primary 
coercive 
actor 

Chinese government  C.Government  Yes/No 

Chinese PLA (military) forces PLA Yes/No 

Chinese MLE CMLE Yes/No 

Chinese fishing vessel (maritime militia) CFishingVessels Yes/No 

Chinese 
context 

 

Friendly 
SEA policy 

China’s appeasing policy goals towards Southeast Asia (for 
economic priority, the reputation of “peaceful rise”, or 
competing with the US in regional influence) may constrain 
coercive actions towards maritime neighbors. 

C.FriendlyPolicy Yes/No 

China’s 
strategic 
value  

China-perceived high strategic value of a target may 
enhance its coercive actions.    

C.StrategicValue Yes/No 

China’s 
aggressive 
leadership 

Aggressive leadership towards the target nation may 
enhance coercive actions 

C.Aggressive  Yes/No 

 

Coerced 
nation’s 
context 

 

International 
integration 

The more integrated into global political and economic 
institutions and activities, the more leverage on global 
vulnerabilities against Chinese coercion and hence better 
anti-coercion policy.    

Integration Yes/No 

 

Hard stance A hard-line approach may enhance the counter-coercion 
effectiveness. 

Hard stance Yes/No 

 

Cost -
imposing 
capability  

Military and economic capabilities may enhance policy 
effectiveness if they can impose costs (e.g. loss of assets or 
reputation) on China.  .   

E.g., South Vietnam may have deterred Chinese aggression 
in the Spratlys in the 1970s (even after losing the Paracels 
battle) due to its cost-imposing military power 

Capability Yes/No 

 

Bilateral 
context 

Political 
closeness 

 

Close political relations (between China and the coerced 
nation) may have two opposite impacts on a counter-
coercion policy subject to other factors. On the one hand, it 
may be a buffer to reduce bilateral tension and hence 
coercion e.g. China and Vietnam with the same political 
ideology, the ruling party and governance model may 
leverage the (communist) Party channel to defuse tension; 
on the other hand, it may undermine or restrain the coerced 
nation’s responses, and hence counter-coercion policy 
effectiveness e.g. the Philippines under Duterte. 

Political 
closeness 

 

Yes/No 

 

Economic 
closeness 

Like political ties, close economic ties, including trade, and 
investment, may influence coercion and counter-coercion in 
both ways. Bilateral economic relations may be a security 
buffer as both nations are afraid that tension may affect their 
economy. Paradoxically, however, overreliance on Chinese 
trade and investment may deter a strong counter-coercion 
policy. 

Economic 
closeness 

 

Yes/No 

Regional 
context 

International 
support   

A supportive international and regional context, including 
geopolitics, for the coerced nation may improve its policy 

International 
support 

Yes/No 
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effectiveness. 

Coerced 
nation’s policy 
instruments 

 

Military force The military ability to deter or counter Chinese coercion by 
denial or cost imposing 

Military Yes/No 

Non-military 
field 
confrontation 

 

 

Confrontation against Chinese coercion by non-military 
assets such as Coast Guard, other Maritime-Law-
Enforcement (MLE) vessels, and maritime militia. 

E.g., The oil rig incident (2014) and survey standoff in 
Vietnam’s EEZ (2019) 

Confrontation 

 

Yes/No 

Great 
power’s 
backing 

 

 

The direct support/backing of great powers, particularly the 
US or Russia (formerly USSR), may deter or reduce 
Chinese coercion. Great power may influence the coercion 
by security alliance, military presence in or alignment with 
the coerced nation, military asset transfer/sale, domain 
awareness/intelligence, diplomatic protest against China, 
political alignment, and engagement activities (freedom of 
navigation operations, port calls).  

E.g., US support for South Vietnam before 1974; USSR 
assistance to Vietnam in 1988; US alliance with the 
Philippines; US vessels patrolling near Malaysian drillship 
(2020) 

Great power 
backing 

Yes/No 

Diplomacy 

 

 

Diplomatic protests or other political action (engaging the 
UN, G7, EU, ASEAN, the US, Soviet Union/Russia, Japan, 
India, Australia, UK, France, and Germany) may constrain 
Chinese coercion. An alignment or alliance against Chinese 
coercion in the SCS may deter Chinese aggressiveness due 
to its concern of geopolitical backlash (K. Zhang, 2019b).  

E.g., China’s revealed aggressiveness may affect its image 
in territorial disputes with Japan, border conflicts with India, 
the Belt and Road Initiative, growing interests in the polar 
regions, and offshore military activities.   

Diplomacy Yes/No 

Bilateral 
Negotiation 

Bilateral engagement, agreement, bargaining, and 
compromise with China to cope with its coercive behaviors. 

Negotiation Yes/No 

Publicity  Apart from diplomatic/political responses, openly 
informational action to gain domestic and international 
support and leverage from the media, institutions, and public 
attention may impact Chinese coercion. Particularly, the 
ability to reveal China’s coercive, aggressive and lawless 
activities (and counter Chinese information warfare) to the 
international public (“name and shame”) may impact China’s 
reputational costs or interests in other regions.  

E.g., Vietnam gave unprecedentedly robust publicity to the 
2014 oil rig standoff 

Publicity Yes/No 

Foreign 
business 
engagement 

The participation of foreign corporations in maritime projects 
(oil exploration, production, export) of coerced nations may 
deter or restrain Chinese coercive operations aimed at 
those projects (oil rigs, vessels, facilities).   

E.g., Chinese vessels avoid the oil and gas sites in 
Vietnam’s EEZ which are joint-venture businesses with 
Russian or Indian companies. 

Foreign 
Business 

Yes/No 

Legal action 

 

 

The ability to bring the case to an international court.  

E.g., Philippines brought (and won) the case against China 
to the Hague Tribunal in 2016 

Law Yes/No 
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No action 
(doing 
nothing) 

Weaker nations have no response.  

E.g. China’s seizure of Mischief Reef from the Philippines 
(1995) 

No Action 

 

Yes/No 

Source: Author 

 

 
4.2. Screen single robust factors (explanatory variables) highly associated with the effective 

policy (dependent variable) in a bivariate relationship (exemplified in Table 10. A 
hypothetical example of screening robust factors): 

Table 10. A hypothetical example of screening robust factors  

Robust factor Effective Policy 

Yes No 

Coerced nation’s 
international 
integration 

Yes (=1) 10 cases 5 cases 

No (=0) 0 cases 15 cases 
Source: Author 

In this example, the SCS nation’s international integration is a robust factor as it is highly 
associated with effective policy. Suppose we identify 7 robust factors as in the hypothetical table 
below (N = 30 cases). 

4.3. From the screened single robust factors, identify different sets of minimal combined 
factors (or “prime implicants”) associated with the effective policy of anti-coercion in a 
multivariate relationship using qualitative comparative analysis – QCA (For an 
illustration of QCA, see Appendix 4, Figure 106. An Example of Qualitative 
Comparative Analysis) (Paul et al., 2013). Table 11 below provides a hypothetical 
example of the findings.  

Table 11. A hypothetical example of QCA  

China’s 
use of 
force  

China’s 
aggressive 
leadership 

SCS 
nation’s 

non-
military 

resistance  

SCS 
nation’s 
military 

response 

SCS 
nation’s 

international 
integration 

Great 
power’s 

assistance 
International 

support 
Effective 

Policy  

No. 
of 

cases  
Examples 

0 1 1 1 1 1 0 Yes 3 Cold War 
intrusions 

0 1 1 0 1 1 1 Yes 3 Tribunal case, Oil 
rig 

1 0 1 1 1 1 0 Yes 2 Naval harassment  

0 0 1 0 1 1 0 Yes 2 Maritime militia 
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1 1 1 1 1 0 0 No 3 1974, 1988 battles 

1 1 0 1 0 0 0 No 3 Spratlys 
occupation 

1 0 0 0 0 0 0 No 4 Mischief  

0 1 0 0 0 0 0 No  4 Scarborough 

0 1 0 0 0 1 1 No 6 2017-18 war 
threats, EEZ 
intrusions 

1 0  1 1 1 1 1 N/A 0  
Source: Author 

 

Findings (hypothetical): All the cases of effective policy have three strong factors - SCS 
nation’s non-military resistance, SCS’s international integration, and great power’s assistance.  

 

5. Within-case study analysis (Chapter 7. Within-Case Analysis for Vietnam, Philippines, 
Malaysia and Indonesia) 
Conduct a within-case study analysis for selected cases of coercion in Vietnam, the 

Philippines, Malaysia and Indonesia to provide insights into the causal factors and mechanisms 
(e.g. policymaking) leading to the policy effectiveness (by causal narrative or process-tracing 
method). This part will verify, contextualize, illustrate and complement the qualitative 
comparative analysis of factors for policy effectiveness.   
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Chapter 4. Chinese Coercion in the SCS  

To explore how SCS nations cope with Chinese coercion in the SCS  (research question 1), it 
is essential to examine the root cause of the coercion with two key questions: how and why 
China coerces other SCS nations. This chapter answers those questions in two parts. The first 
part addresses the first question (how China coerces others) by an empirical analysis of Chinese 
coercive behaviors from 1970 to 2021 towards other SCS claimants, particularly Vietnam, 
Philippines, Malaysia and Indonesia. The second part tackles the second question (why China 
coerces) by analyzing China’s strategy of coercion in the SCS via i) the role of the SCS in 
Chinese national and security strategy, ii) China’s SCS strategy, and iii) when and how China 
uses coercion in its overall territorial disputes.  

Literature on the SCS often uses the term “assertiveness” for Chinese behavior. However, as 
explained in the theoretical review of armed conflicts of Chapter 2, the term “coercion” is 
arguably more appropriate to characterize Chinese actions over years and thus is adopted in this 
dissertation.   

 

How China coerced other SCS claimants in 1970 - 2021: an empirical 
analysis   
This section uses data collected from the sources and methods presented in Chapter 3. Data 

have been collected from both primary and secondary sources, including several datasets 
available from other scholars or institutions (please see Chapter 3 – Data sources, data collection 
and case selection for details).  

There were in total 329 cases of China’s coercive actions against other SCS claimants 
(Vietnam, the Philippines, Malaysia, Indonesia and Brunei) from 1970 to 2021. The descriptive 
analysis will be provided as follows.  
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The Trend of China’s coercive actions  

Figure 8. The trend of China’s coercion of all SCS nations, 1970 - 2021 

 
Source: Author  

Figure 8 highlights milestones of Chinese coercive actions, starting with the Paracels surveys 
in the early 1970s followed by the Paracels battle with South Vietnam in 1974. Likewise, China 
began surveys of the Spratlys in the late 1970s, increased patrols in the 1980s, and ended up with 
the Spratlys naval clash with Vietnam again in 1988. Beijing slowed down its coercive actions in 
the 1990s, except for the Law on Territorial Sea followed by offering oil contracts to foreign 
companies in other nations’ EEZ in 1992 and the Mischief Reef seizure in 1994. The coercive 
trend escalated in the mid-2000s with the launch of a patrol program by China Marine 
Surveillance (CMS) in 2006, marked by the Scarborough Shoal occupation in 2012, and rose to 
2016 when the Tribunal ruling was awarded against China. Beijing seems to decline its 
aggression after the ruling for a short time then raised it again in 2018 during the US-China 
confrontation and culminated throughout the COVID breakout of 2020 before slowing down in 
2021.  

. The reasons or motivations for Chinese coercive behaviors will be further explained in the 
second section of this chapter (Why China coerces other SCS claimants).  

The primary target of coercive actions  

As discussed in Chapters 2 and 3, targets of Chinese coercion may include islands (rock, or 
reef); waters; vessels, and government. In reality, a Chinese action may aim at more than one 
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target simultaneously. However, for analysis and policy implications,  the primary target of each 
action has been identified.  

Figure 9 indicates that islands became the primary targets between the 1970s and the early 
2000s, declined since yet rose again in the late 2000s, and surged in the late 2010s. The vessel 
target ballooned from 2010 to 2017, then it is overpassed by islands and waters.  

As shown in Figure 10, most of the targets of Chinese coercion are islands, followed by 
waters, vessels, and (marginally) governments.  

Figure 9. The primary target of coercion, stacked: all SCS nations 

 
Source: Author  

Figure 10. The primary target of coercion, 1970 – 2021 (%): all SCS nations  

 
Source: Author  
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The severity of coercive action 

Four exclusive levels of force in the dissertation are no force, threat/display of force, limited 
force, or brute force. As shown in Figure 11, no force and display of force have been widely used 
since the 1970s. Beijing only used brute force in selected cases (armed conflicts or assaults on 
fishermen), which is understandable. Limited force was adopted by China more often since the 
mids-2000 likely due to its patrol program by China Marine Surveillance vessels that raise the 
risk of clashing with fishing or law enforcing vessels of other SCS nations. Notably, Figure 12 
tells that China utilized the display or threat of force in almost half of its coercive behaviors. The 
second most popular tactic is no force, followed by limited force and brute force.  

Figure 11. Use of force, stacked: all SCS nations 

 
Source: Author  

Figure 12. Use of force, 1970-2021: all SCS nations (%) 

 
Source: Author  
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Chinese actors of coercion 

The Chinese actors of coercion are as follows:  
o government, including agencies (e.g. research vessels of the Chinese Academy of 

Social Science)  
o People’s Liberation Army (PLA) 
o Chinese Maritime Law Enforcement Agency (Marine Surveillance, Coast Guard, 

China Fisheries Law Enforcement) 
o Chinese fishing vessels including maritime militia 

In fact, China often deploys many actors in one act of aggression. They are not mutually 
exclusive as in the case of the primary target of the use of force. It is no surprise that the Chinese 
government has been involved in most incidents since the 1970s and the PLA was the main 
coercive instrument of Beijing from 1970 to 1990 (Figure 13). Chinese fishing vessels or 
maritime militia have been very active since the 1990s. Notably, the MLE or mostly Coast 
Guards has risen remarkably since the mid-2000s following the long-term patrol program of the 
Chinese Maritime Surveillance. As a result, the Chinese government and its Maritime Law 
Enforcement vessels have been the primary actor of coercion, followed by the PLA (Figure 14).  

Figure 13. Actors of coercion, stacked: all SCS nations 

 

Source: Author  
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Figure 14. Actor of coercion, %: all SCS nations  

 

Source: Author.  

Note: China may deploy multiple coercive actors simultaneously (percentages do not sum up to 100). 
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Location of coercion 

Figure 15. Location of coercion, 1970 - 2021  

 
SOURCE: The author adds data to the background map by Schofield, C. (2017). Contested ocean spaces: A case study of the 

South China Sea. Geography Review, 31(2), 5. Retrieved from 
https://www.hoddereducation.co.uk/media/Documents/Magazines/Sample%20Articles/November%202017/GeogRev31_2_Nov2017_sample.pdf. 

Note: the year indicates when China started increasing coercive activities in that location (or occupied an island).  %: 
percentage of total coercive actions.  
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Figure 15 shows the locations of Chinese coercive action with the share of each location in 

total actions. Figure 16 reveals the seven top locations and their trend over time. Several 
observations could be made. First, it seems that Beijing adopts aggressive behaviors intentionally 
with the top locations run along the nine-dash line, apart from the disputed Paracel and Spratly 
islands inside the line (from the Gulf of Tonkin to the Paracels southward to Vietnam’s 
continental Shelf, Natuna, James Shoal, and then northward back to Luconia Shoal, Malaysia 
EEZ, Philippine EEZ, Scarborough Shoal). Second, the top four locations are the Spratlys,   
Paracels, Scarborough Shoal and Vietnam’s continental shelf which can indicate the priority of 
China for the coercive strategy.  It is noted that many other locations are part of the Spratlys (Thi 
Tu island, Union Bank, Fiery Cross Reef), so the full count of the Spratlys may be much larger. 
Third, the geographic direction of Chinese coercive strategy is likely from north to south, west to 
east. It started its coercive expansionism with the Paracels in the northwest of SCS in the 1970s, 
went southward to the western part of Spratlys in the 1980s, expanded to the west (Vietnam’s 
continental shelf) and the east (Mischief Reef) in the 1990s, and finally extended to the full scale 
of the nine-dash line in the 2010s (Scarborough Shoal, James Shoal, Luconia Shoal, Natuna 
islands)    

Figure 16. Top locations of coercion, 1970 – 2021 

 
Source: Author  
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Targeted state of Chinese coercion 

A coercive behavior of China may aim at one single state (e.g., intrusion into EEZ) or multi-
state (e.g. fishing ban, military exercise or artificial building in the Spratlys). The data is 
collected for both single-state targets and extended-state targets (including their share in multi-
state targets). The empirical evidence from Figure 17 confirms the common observation in the 
SCS literature: Vietnam is the largest single-state target of Chinese coercion, followed by the 
Philippines, Malaysia, and  Indonesia. China has not aimed at Brunei individually. If we add 
each nation’s part in the multi-state target to the count, the rank remains (Figure 18).  

Figure 17. Targeted single states , % of total cases 

 
Source: Author  

Figure 18. Targeted extended state (including multi-state target), % of total cases 

 
Source: Author  
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Comparative Chinese coercion across nations  
 

Figure 19. Frequency of Chinese COERCIVE factors: Across SCS nations (%) 

 
Source: Author  

 

Figure 20. Frequency of Chinese CONTEXTUAL factors: Across SCS nations (%) 

 
Source: Author  
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• In terms of frequency, China adopted Display/Threat of Force the most for Malaysia, 
followed by Indonesia, the Philippines and Vietnam. However, the Chinese use of 
Brute Force and Limited Force on Vietnam the most, followed by the Philippines and 
Indonesia (but not Malaysia).  

• Chinese coercion of Island is more frequent for the Philippines than Vietnam, yet the 
Waters of Indonesia and Malaysia are more coerced in terms of frequency than 
Vietnam (and then the Philippines), which makes sense as China contests with 
Malaysia mostly (and with Indonesia entirely) over waters.  

• Vessels of Vietnam are more coerced than those of the Philippines or Malaysia, due 
to Vietnamese fishing vessels in the disputed Paracels and oil-exploration vessels on 
Vietnam’s continental shelf.    

• Chinese PLA is the most frequent coercer of Malaysia, followed by Vietnam, the 
Philippines, and Indonesia. Chinese Maritime Law Enforcement agency is the key 
actor of coercion in Indonesia and Malaysia, followed by Vietnam and the 
Philippines. However, China uses its fishing vessels for coercive behaviors the most 
for Indonesia, the Philippines, Malaysia and Vietnam.  

• China still coerced other nations when it adopted a friendly foreign policy to 
Southeast Asia. Such “friendship” existed the most during China’s coercive actions 
against the Philippines, then Vietnam, Malaysia and Indonesia. On the contrary, 
Chinese aggressive leadership appears the most in coercion against Malaysia, then 
Indonesia, Vietnam, and the Philippines.   

• The strategic values of coerced targets for Beijing lie most in the Philippines followed 
by Vietnam, which makes sense as China already seized the Paracels disputed with 
Vietnam and has focused more on other valuable targets such as the Scarborough 
Shoal, Mischief Reef, Second Thomas Shoal, or Thitu islands.  
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Comparative Chinese coercion across targets 

Figure 21. Frequency of Chinese COERCIVE factors: Across TARGETS (%) 

 
Source: Author  

Figure 22. Frequency of Chinese CONTEXTUAL factors: Across TARGETS (%) 

 
Source: Author  
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than waters or islands and Chinese fishing vessels (or maritime militia) appeared more frequent 
in islands and waters than against other SCS nations’ vessels. The strategic value of islands for 
China is apparently far higher with islands than vessels or waters. Beijing’s friendly policy to 
Southeast Asia was present during incidents with island or water targets more than with vessels 
but the frequency is low (around 20% or less). On the contrary, Chinese aggressive leadership 
appeared in more than 60% of all three types of targets.    

 

Why China coerces other SCS claimants 

The South China Sea in China’s grand strategy  

Scholars have different thoughts on China’s grand strategy. Some argue that since 1949, 
China has developed four successive grand strategies: revolution, recovery, building national 
power, and rejuvenation with four enduring objectives over decades: 1) restore and maintain 
territory, 2) prevent other powers from dominating the Asia Pacific 3) create a favorable region 
for development and 4) contribute to shaping the world order (Scobell et al., 2020). Another 
perspective opines that the PRC has had only two grand strategies since 1949: one focused on 
existential threats to survival, the other on making China an advanced nation and great power 
(Goldstein, 2020). Others contend that China may have one grand strategy based on three pillars 
– historical context, political interests and the geostrategic environment - and with three overall 
goals: preservation (of domestic order and well-being), protection (from external threats to 
security and territory) and projection (of power and geopolitical influence) (Swaine & Tellis, 
2000). Despite different versions of grand strategies, the three common core elements among 
them are security, development and outward power. Based on these elements and Chinese 
geopolitics (locked to the north and west by mountains and competitive great powers - Russia 
and India), the South China Sea and the East China Sea surrounding China play a vital role in 
Chinese grand strategy. So do the maritime disputes (including offshore islands and maritime 
rights) between China and other littoral states. Admiral Liu Huaqing, Chinese Navy commander 
in the 1980s, clearly stressed that “whoever controls the Spratlys will reap huge economic and 
military benefits” (Fravel, 2008, p. 267). By controlling the SCS and seeking regional hegemony, 
China will reject the rules-based system as well as international law such as UNCLOS, evict the 
US out of the region, weaken US alliances, question the US credibility, ruin the security 
infrastructure in Southeast Asia and challenge the international order in the Western Pacific 
(Tkacik, 2018).    

Due to the importance of the offshore islands in its strategic goals, Beijing has a more 
assertive stance on maritime disputes than land border conflicts. According to M. Taylor Fravel, 
a leading scholar on China’s territorial disputes, since 1949 China has had 23 territorial disputes 
with its neighbors, including 16 over land-border disputes, 3 over homeland (Hong Kong, Macao 
and Taiwan), and 4 over offshore islands (White Dragon Tail Island, Paracel Islands, Spratly 
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Islands and Senkaku Island) (Fravel, 2008, pp. 46-47). China has offered concession or reached 
an agreement, partially or completely, on 19 disputes; all of which, however, belong to the land 
borders or homeland, not islands (except for the small near-shore White Dragon Tail Island in 
the Gulf of Tonkin). Notably, the four disputes that China has never indicated any compromise 
on are offshore islands in the East or South China Sea: Senkaku Islands, Taiwan, the Paracel 
Islands, and Spratly Islands (Fravel, 2008, p. 47). They are among the six outstanding territorial 
disputes of China  - the other two over the land border with India and Bhutan (Fravel, 2010).   

Although the SCS disputes are apparently part of China’s strategic goals (territory and 
security), Beijing may not want the disputes to harm its other goals of grand strategy (economic 
development and power projection). Once China escalates its assertiveness in the SCS, the SCS 
claimants and other states in the region take actions to balance against China by strengthening 
ties with the United States or enhancing their own defense capability (Fravel, 2015).  Beijing 
then has to moderate its SCS approach as it would not seek a counter-China coalition building 
led by the United States; nor does it want the SCS disputes to turn into a US-China armed 
conflict (Fravel, 2017). 

Under Xi Jinping, China’s grand strategy is not a radical shift from the past but embraces 
distinctive elements: reassurance of a friendly China to other nations, reform of  global order, 
and swift resistance against challenges to China (Goldstein, 2020). In fact, it is arguably a 
continuation and elevation of the previous grand strategies to a more world-shaping player via 
both security and development to realize the “Chinese Dream” (whatever it may be defined). 
This trajectory is evident in the rapid growth of the Chinese “World-Class Military” (Fravel, 
2020), particularly with the robust transformation of the Chinese Navy to become a sea power in 
the 21st century (Holmes & Yoshihara, 2008). 

 

China’s South China Sea strategies  

There are different lenses to examine the SCS strategy of China. Based on the management 
of claims, according to a leading scholar on China’s territorial disputes, there are three basic 
strategies a nation often adopts in a territorial dispute: cooperation (often with compromise or 
concessions and no use of force), escalation (with coercive diplomacy or use of force), and 
delaying settlement (maintaining the existing claims with neither compromise nor use of force) 
(Fravel, 2011). Since 1949 China has adopted mostly the strategy of delaying dispute settlement 
in the SCS, except for the opportunistic escalated actions including the use of force to seize 
islands (in 1974, 1988 and 1994). This delaying strategy aims at consolidating China’s claims 
while deterring rivals from strengthening their own claims with diplomatic, administrative and 
military tools (Fravel, 2011).          

Historically, China has adopted a strategy of incremental and opportunistic expansionism in 
the SCS based on its grand strategy, its own naval power, and the involvement of great powers 
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(the US with South Vietnam before 1972 and the Philippines, USSR with Vietnam from 1978 to 
1987), situational opportunity, and international reactions. The intention of Beijing in the SCS is, 
as Mastro puts it, to control the SCS in reality, including sovereignty over all the disputed islands 
and dictating the rules of behavior in the waters (Mastro, 2021). From 1970 to the early 1990s, 
China gradually expanded its occupation, presence and power in the SCS via military actions 
(including armed attacks), construction campaigns for future military expansion, surveying, 
interference with other states, diplomacy, and administrative measures (Garver, 1992). This 
strategy has been evidenced by Chinese actions over time presented in the first section of this 
chapter highlighted with the events: the survey of the Paracels in the early 1970s, the 
construction of the Paracels from 1970 to 1982, the seizure of half of the Paracels by force from 
South Vietnam in 1974, the patrols of Spratlys since 1977 and more frequent surveys in 1980s, 
occupation of the first Spratly feature in January 1988 followed by the naval attack on 
Vietnamese force to occupy Johnson South Reef in March, award oil contracts to foreign 
companies in Vietnam’s EEZ since 1992. In fact, Chinese coercive behaviors have also followed 
that strategic, incremental expansionism since the mid-1990s: seizure of Mischief Reef in 1994, 
interference with other claimants in the late 1990s, unilateral oil exploration in other EEZs since 
the early 2000s, the fishing ban in other EEZs since 2002, assaults on fishermen of other states 
since the mid-2000s, intensification of all type of coercive actions since 2006, seizure of 
Scarborough Shoal in 2012, artificial building during 2013-2016, constant intrusion and 
harassment in other EEZs in late 2019 and early 2020s. This incrementally expansionist strategy 
has been clarified in the empirical analysis in the first parts of this chapter (particularly with 
Figure 8. Trend of China’s coercion to all SCS nations, 1970 - 2021, Figure 9. Location of 
coercion, 1970 - 2021, Figure 10. Top locations of coercion, 1970 – 2021). 

Under Xi Jinping, Beijing has intensified its coercive actions against other maritime 
disputants in the SCS – a trend that actually surged from 2006 with the Chinese deployment of 
its law enforcement vessels to expand control in disputed waters, withdrawal from UNCLOS 
dispute resolution procedures, the launch of unilateral energy exploration and a coercive 
campaign that prevents other claimants from doing the same  (Chubb, 2019) 

From the geographic view, since the 2010s China’s strategy in the SCS has been more 
formalized and specified in its maritime strategy. In 2012, China introduced a maritime strategy 
that highlighted an effective control of the East and South China Sea as well as influence on 
international maritime regulations and norms (Chan & Li, 2015).  

In view of motivation, the long-term driver for Chinese maritime strategy is the nationalistic 
ambition to turn China into a maritime power (Morton, 2016). In the shorter term, the main 
drivers of China’s SCS  policy are “structural drivers” (taking a hard line against perceived US 
threats yet avoiding a regional backlash) and domestic demands (legitimacy from both nationalist 
sovereignty and economic performance) which may explain the contradictory elements of 
Chinese SCS policy which is also continued under Xi Jinping (C.-C. Kuik, 2016a; C. C. Kuik, 
2017), or in short, balancing between protecting rights and maintaining stability (F. Zhang, 



 

   69 

2019). More specifically, five factors that have been commonly used to explain Chinese strategy 
in the SCS are leadership, nationalism, institutions (regional cooperation), security dilemma, and 
relative military capabilities (with regional nations and the US) – the first two of which at 
domestic level, the remaining systemic (or international) (Lim & Kim, 2020).  

In terms of policymakers, domestic actors including law enforcement agencies, other 
government offices, local provinces (e.g. Hainan), maritime militia, state-owned enterprises (e.g. 
CNOOC) and especially the PLA (as the key driver) have advocated, motivated or even driven 
the SCS strategy of Beijing in a certain period (Garver, 1992; Yamaguchi, 2016; You, 2017). 
Due to the internal competition of different players, Beijing may not have a coherent SCS 
strategy but a dynamic stream subject to the power and interests of different camps (e.g. 
“pragmatists”, “hard-liners”, or “moderates”) (F. Zhang, 2018).      

Operationally, China implements its SCS strategy by a two-prong approach of “carrot and 
stick” toward the SCS claimants or other Southeast Asian nations and threatening them when 
necessary (Le Thu, 2018a; Tkacik, 2018). Understanding China’s goals and strategy in the South 
China Sea: bringing context to a revisionist systemic challenge – intentions and impact (Tkacik, 
2018).  

This section suggests the importance of several elements that may shape the SCS strategy of 
China including the strategic value of the disputed targets (security, resources), leadership, 
domestic factors (nationalism, interest groups), foreign factors (relations with Southeast Asian 
nations, interactions with great powers, global image of China). These elements are 
instrumentalized into the factors of coercion that may explain the effectiveness of counter-
coercion policy: targets of coercion (island, waters, vessels, governments); actors of coercion 
(Chines government, PLA, maritime law enforcement agencies, maritime militia or fishing 
vessels); Chinese friendly policy towards Southeast Asia, Chinese aggressive leadership, Chinese 
strategic value, Chinese domestic instability, international opposition to China, and great power’s 
backing SCS nations. They are analyzed in the empirical section at the beginning of this chapter, 
chapter 5 (anti-coercion policies of SCS claimants), and chapter 6 (analysis of factors associated 
with effective anti-coercion).  
 

China’s use of force, coerciveness, and assertiveness in territorial disputes 

Overall patterns of China’s use of force 

By reviewing a 50-year historical record of China’s actions and its doctrinal writings, Burles 
has summarized several patterns in China's use of force: first, to achieve surprise and hence a 
psychological or political shock to its rival; second, to bring about a sense of crisis, even when it 
was militarily weaker than its opponent; third, particularly for the US, to create a fait accompli 
by exploiting US vulnerabilities and count on the world opinion to constrain US further 
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reactions; or to cause unexpected US casualties to shock American people and thus push the US 
to compromise, or to attack Taiwan when the US is involved in a crisis elsewhere  (Burles, 2000)  

Examining the use of force by Beijing between 1950 and 1996, Allen Whiting concludes that 
China gives priority to political goals of deterrence and coercion through the use of force; more 
particularly, it will take military actions if the political cost of inaction outweighs the economic 
and military costs of action (Whiting, 2001). Likewise, Thomas J. Christensen summarizes that 
Beijing tends to use force when it perceives “an opening window of vulnerability” (or political 
costs due to inaction) or “a closing window of opportunity” (or political benefits of belligerence) 
in terms of international politics as well as domestic challenges e.g. Chinese seizure of the 
Paracels in 1974 by force (Christensen, 2006). This calculation is also evidenced in the Chinese 
decision to invade Vietnam in 1979 (X. Zhang, 2005). Reviewing targets and decision-makers of 
China’s military actions between the 1950s and 1990s, Andrew Scobell posits that Beijing is 
likely to act militarily for territorial disputes, especially those pertaining to Taiwan and the SCS 
(Scobell, 2003, p. 193). His research suggests that the “Cult of Defense” in Beijing decides when 
to use force, the civilian-military culture determines where and how to use it, and Chinese 
leaders in the 21st century are more likely to take military actions than their predecessors 
(Scobell, 2003, pp. 193,194, 198).    

China’s use of force in territorial disputes  

China is arguably the most prominent superpower in territorial disputes in the world, with 
eleven ongoing territorial disputes (Wiegand, 2011, p. 90). According to Taylor Fravel, a leading 
scholar on Chinese territorial disputes, China uses force when its leaders perceive a decline in its 
relative bargaining power, combined with the controlled land and the military power projected 
over the disputed area (Fravel, 2007). Particularly for the maritime disputes, Beijing adopted 
force when it thought that the rising value of the offshore islands, especially since the 1970s, and 
other states’ occupation of contested features may harm its relative position  (Fravel, 2008, p. 
267). Likewise, based on prospect theory, Chinese leaders may deploy risk-averse policies in the 
SCS if there is an improvement in their bargaining power or risk-acceptance ones (including the 
use of force) when their bargaining power declines (Jones, 2016). 

In the 1970s and 1980s, the South China Sea islands may be valuable to China in economic 
terms (trade routes, oil exploration and fishing industry). Nowadays, these islands and the 
surrounding maritime body are even more essential to China in terms of security, military 
projection and strategic competition with the US, particularly in the Chinese sphere of influence 
vis-à-vis the United States in the Indo-Pacific region. Accordingly, in the future, China may use 
force with any nations in the South China Sea to increase its military posture if it feels a decline 
in regional power relative to the United States. Fravel also observes that maritime East Asia, the 
East and South China Sea, is the area with multiple (political, economic, historic) overlaps of 
Chinese strategic interests, which may elevate the risk of conflict, even though he does not 
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support the scenario that Beijing will seize islands occupied by other SCS claimants (Fravel, 
2010). Moreover, since 2010, Beijing’s strategy of “active defense” of its claims in maritime 
disputes in the East and South China Sea has deteriorated relations with other claimants (Fravel, 
2015) and, thus, may escalate the risks of armed conflicts. In addition, China may deploy a 
combined strategy of confrontation and engagement to achieve a new favorable maritime order 
(Morton, 2016). 

China’s growing coercion or assertiveness in the SCS 

Many studies of China or the South China Sea agree that there has been a growing level of 
China’s assertiveness or coercion toward other states in the South China Sea since 2009  (to date) 
(Dillon, 2011; C. A. Thayer, 2011a; Johnston, 2013; Scobell & Harold, 2013; Yahuda, 2013; 
Fravel, 2015; Friedberg, 2015; Mastro, 2015; C. Thayer, 2017; K. Zhang, 2019b; Chubb, 2021c). 
By collecting and analyzing data on Chinese assertiveness, Andrew Chubb  - a scholar on SCS – 
demonstrates that the remarkable increase in  Chinese coercion actually started in 2006, which is 
aligned with my analysis (that also uses part of Chubb’s dataset) shown in Figure 8. The trend of 
China’s coercion of all SCS nations, 1970 - 2021  at the beginning of this chapter.   

Scholars have different views on the sources of that increased coercive trend. However, as 
summarized by Johnston, Fravel and Friedberg, the common sources of China’s escalated 
assertiveness include 1) the shift in geopolitics in favor of China (with the 2008 global financial 
crisis with the decline of the US), 2) rising nationalism, 3) leadership transition, 4) stronger 
capability, especially the PLA power, and 5) Chinese leaders’ mindset and perceptions – 
including the perception of “assertive” regional states after 2009 (when SCS nations submitted 
claims to UN CLCS on the continental shelf) and a more threatening US with its “pivot to Asia 
strategy” in the early 2010s.  Some China hands, like Mastro, believe that the trend of coercion 
in the SCS will continue for long as it is aligned with Chinese strategic security and internal 
support (Mastro, 2015).  

Operationally, it is critical to explore when and how China adopts coercive tactics in the 
SCS. According to K. Zhang (2019b), China tends to use coercion against other SCS claimants 
when it needs to enhance a “reputation for resolve” while the economic loss is low. She also 
asserts that Beijing is likely to adopt non-military coercive means when the geopolitical backlash 
is high.  In terms of coercive manner, Beijing China adopted a ‘hybrid’ strategy of coercion in 
the SCS: combining all the means (military, paramilitary or maritime militia, law enforcement 
agency) to achieve geostrategic objectives: exertion of its power and influence (Patalano, 2019). 
Notably, the law enforcement agency, especially the Chinese Coast Guard, and the Chinese 
maritime militia play a vital role in Beijing’s strategy of coercion and expansionism in the SCS 
(Yamaguchi, 2016; Kennedy & Erickson, 2017; A. S. Erickson, Joshua Hickey, & Henry Holst, 
2019; Gregory B Poling, Mallory, & Prétat, 2021) 
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This section leads to the selection of factors related to the use of force in Chinese coercive 
behaviors towards the SCS nations used in this chapter, chapter 5 and chapter 6 (no force, threat 
of force, limited force, brute force). Additionally, it also supports the previous section in 
selecting the variables pertaining to Chinese actors of coercion – namely, the Chinese 
government, the PLA, maritime law enforcement agencies (mostly the Coast Guard), and the 
maritime militia.  

Why Beijing relies on coercion: neither law nor history supports Chinese SCS claims  

Like other nations, Beijing may claim sovereignty over islands based on international law 
(albeit disputed by others SCS nations). These claims may not be the main concerns for other 
nations, except for the occupation of islands by use of brute force in 1974 and 1988 or limited 
force in 1994 and 2012.   

However, unlike other SCS nations, Chinese claims of the jurisdiction (or maritime rights) on 
almost the entire SCS are ambiguous and inconsistent with both international law and history. 
Most scholars on the SCS disputes agree that Chinese maritime claims, often associated with the 
“nine-dash” line, are ambiguous (Dutton, 2011; Fravel, 2011; Beckman, 2013). From the 
perspective of international law, many legal scholars and especially the 2016 Arbitral Tribunal 
have rejected Chinese maritime claims of “historic rights” or “historical rights”  in the SCS or 
any rights attached to the “nine-dash” line, considering them as inconsistent with UNCLOS and 
violation of other states’ sovereign rights over their EEZs or continental shelves (Beckman, 
2013; Schofield, 2016; Dupuy & Dupuy, 2017; Kardon, 2018; Guilfoyle, 2019).  

In contrast to what China has often announced about its sovereignty over all the islands in the 
SCS “since ancient times”, a great deal of evidence - including historical documents of China 
itself -  has proved that China did not claim sovereignty over the Paracel Islands until 1909 or 
Spratly Islands until 1933 and many sources related to Beijing’s claims could be questioned of 
their credibility (Hayton, 2017b; Bill Hayton, 2018c; B. Hayton, 2018; Bill Hayton, 2018b).   

It is therefore understandable that due to the lack of historical and legal evidence to support 
Chinese claims, Beijing has to rely on coercive measures to consolidate and expand its claims.  

Conclusion 
Since the early 1970s China has started its strategy of incremental expansionism in the SCS 

by various means, including diplomacy, military operations and particularly coercive actions, as 
the SCS plays a vital role in its grand strategy of security and development. Since the mid-2000s, 
China has increased its coercive or assertive behaviors against other SCS claimants.  Beijing 
adopted a coercive strategy of combining different actors (the government, PLA, MLE, maritime 
militia) and deploying different levels of force (no force, threat or display of force, limited force 
and brute force) to win control or influence on its targets (islands, waters, vessels or 
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governments) in the SCS.  There are several characteristics of Chinese coercion in the SCS as 
follows.  

• Geographic expansionism: Chinese coercive strategy likely runs from north to south, 
west to east over time. It started its coercive expansionism with the Paracels in the 
northwest of SCS in the 1970s, went southward to the western part of Spratlys in the 
1980s, expanded to the west (Vietnam’s continental shelf) and the east (Mischief 
Reef) in the 1990s, and finally extended to the full scale of the nine-dash line in the 
2010s (Scarborough Shoal, James Shoal, Luconia Shoal, and Natuna islands)    

• Targets: Coercion has aimed first at the islands (Paracels and Spratlys), then the 
waters around the nine-dash line, including the EEZs of others. Priority was placed on 
features (islands) with strategic value: Paracels, Fiery Cross, Subi, Johnson Reef, 
Mischief, Scarborough Shoal, Second Thomas Shoal, and Thitu island.  

• Coerced nation: Coercion has been used against Vietnam since the 1970s, escalated in 
the 1980s (mostly islands), extended to its continental shelf in the 1990s, and 
expanded to both its continental shelf and EEZ since the 2000s. The Philippines has 
become the next target since the 1990s (with its islands). Since the 2010s, China’s 
coercion has been expanded to the EEZs of Malaysia and Indonesia.  

• Actors: PLA and maritime militia since the 1970s; MLE (Coast Guard) and maritime 
militia since the 2000s.  

• Force: brute force for critical targets (islands), limited force for fishing vessels, and 
the threat of force for all targets.  

• Frequency: increase in the mid-2000s and escalation after completion of the artificial 
island building in 2016.   
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Chapter 5. The policies of Weaker Nations against Chinese 
Coercion in the SCS Disputes  

The previous chapter summarizes the patterns and trends of Chinese coercion (or 
assertiveness) in the SCS. This chapter addresses the first research questions on what policies 
SCS nations adopt to counter that coercion. As discussed in chapter 2, SCS nations’ 
policymakers have to consider different factors to make a policy in response to Chinese 
aggression including Chinese context (leadership, foreign policy to Southeast Asia, perceived 
strategic values of the contested features), international context (international support for SCS 
nations or opposition to China) domestic context (foreign policy, economic integration, 
capabilities, tension) (see Table 4. Relevant theories and applied variables in chapter 2).  

As a result, this chapter will first provide a political and economic overview of the 
relationship between China and Southeast Asia (or ASEAN).  It then examines the counter-
coercion policy of each nation (Vietnam, Philippines, Malaysia, and Indonesia) and concludes 
with a comparative summary of policies across nations. As discussed in chapters 1 and 2 and 
empirically shown below, Vietnam is the major opponent of Chinese expansionism in the SCS 
and thus will be given a major weight in analysis.  

While it mostly presents the empirical evidence and literature on the policy of SCS nations to 
cope with Chinese aggression (which responses, when, how, and why), the chapter does not 
focus on assessing the policy effectiveness which is addressed in chapter 6.  

 

Overview of Sino-Southeast Asian relations 
Over the past half a century, the complex ties between China and Southeast Asian nations 

have evolved with intertwined political, military, economic, cultural, and historical interactions.  

Growing economic ties 

These economic ties will be utilized for two factors in the dataset and quantitative analysis of 
Chinese coercion in this chapter and chapter 6: (economic) integration to the world and 
economic closeness (between the SCS nations and China). 

ASEAN – China trade relations 

ASEAN-China Free Trade Area 
ASEAN has signed free trade agreements (FTAs) with China, Korea, Japan, India, Australia 

and New Zealand. However, the ASEAN-China FTA – aimed at the free flow of goods, services, 
and investments – has laid the largest impact, both economic and political, on Southeast Asia. 
Following the ASEAN-China Free Trade Area (ACFTA) effective in 2005, trade between 
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ASEAN and China has surged constantly, turning China into ASEAN’s largest trading partner in 
the past decade with total trade exceeding US$730 in 2020.  

Interestingly, ASEAN also overtook the EU to become the largest trading partner of China in 
2020,  accounting for 15 percent of China’s total trade volume.25 

 
Regional Comprehensive Economic Partnership 
“On November 15, 2020, ASEAN signed the Regional Comprehensive Economic 

Partnership (RCEP) agreement along with Australia, China, Japan, New Zealand, and South 
Korea. The RCEP becomes the largest FTA in history, covering roughly 30 percent of the global 
GDP (US$26 trillion) and 30 percent of the world’s population. The agreement could add 
US$186 billion to the global economy as well as 0.2 percent to the GDP of its members. 

Under the FTA, tariffs will be eliminated on 92 percent of goods over the next 20 years, in 
addition to consolidating ROO definitions among participating nations. Businesses will thus only 
require one certificate of origin for trading in the region.“26 

Figure 23. ASEAN exports to China, the U.S., Europe and Japan, 1980-2020, USD million 

 
Source: Author with data from IMF Direction of Trade Statistics, available at 

https://data.imf.org/regular.aspx?key=61013712 

 
25 Ayman Falak Medina. “ASEAN’s Free Trade Agreements: An Overview,” January 21, 2021, ASEAN Briefing, 
https://www.aseanbriefing.com/news/aseans-free-trade-agreements-an-overview/ 
26 Ibid. 
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Figure 24. Share of China, the U.S., Europe and Japan in ASEAN total exports (%), 1980-2020  

 
Source: Author with data from IMF Direction of Trade Statistics, available at  

https://data.imf.org/regular.aspx?key=61013712 

ASEAN exports to China were marginal in the 1980s, rose slowly in the 1990s and have 
surged since 2002 with Chinese entry to the WTO and the ASEAN-China FTA. Since 2008, 
China has surpassed the US, Japan and Europe to become the largest importer of ASEAN, 
though the US is still close behind (Figure 23 and Figure 24).  

Figure 25. ASEAN imports from China, the U.S., Europe and Japan, 1980-2020, USD million 

 
Source: Author with data from IMF Direction of Trade Statistics, available at  

https://data.imf.org/regular.aspx?key=61013712 
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Figure 26. Share of China, the U.S., Europe and Japan in ASEAN total imports (%), 1980-2020  

 
Source: Author with data from IMF Direction of Trade Statistics, available at  

https://data.imf.org/regular.aspx?key=61013712 

Likewise, China has become the largest exporter to ASEAN since 2006 with a steady increase 
in the share of ASEAN’s total imports to 25% by 2020.  Notably, China’s share of ASEAN imports 
is much larger than that of imports to this bloc and has surged sharply since 2010, overtaking the 
US, Japan and Europe. The figures show that ASEAN trade has become increasingly reliant on 
China since 2008 (Figure 25 and Figure 26).  

Chinese investment in ASEAN 

Figure 27. FDI Inflows into ASEAN by Source Country, 2002-2019, US$ million 

 
Source: Author’s compilation from Secretariat, A. (2010). ASEAN statistical yearbook 2010, Chapter VI, “Foreign 
Direct Investment,” https://www.aseanstats.org/publication/asean-statistical-yearbook-asyb-2010/ and  

ASEAN statistical yearbook 2020, Chapter VII, “Foreign Direct Investment,” 
https://www.aseanstats.org/publication/asyb_2020/. 
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In contrast to trade, foreign direct investment from China to Southeast Asia has been 
insignificant since 2002, particularly in comparison with that from intra-ASEAN, US, Europe 
and Japan (Figure 27). However, Chinese investment and construction, together with loans,  
particularly in infrastructure projects (e.g. road, railway, coal-powered plants, hydropower 
plants, and ports) have increased significantly since 2005 (see Chapter appendix, Figure 74). 
This trend intensified from 2013, likely because of the Belt and Road Initiative (BRI), to 2019, 
when China experienced financial difficulties as a result of its confrontation with the US and the 
setback with the BRI. In 2018, both sides inked an  ASEAN-China Strategic Partnership Vision 
203027, “synergizing common priorities in the Master Plan on ASEAN Connectivity (MPAC) 
2025 and China’s Belt and Road Initiative (BRI).” 

 

ASEAN debt stock to China  

Chinese debt stock or direct loans (excluding short-term trade debt, swap debt and portfolio 
debt) to seven ASEAN states has also risen steadily from 2000 (see Chapter appendix, Figure 
75). The largest debtor nations are Indonesia, Cambodia, Laos, Myanmar and Vietnam. 
However, what is worrying is the debt to GDP ratio of Cambodia and Laos has surged to 30%, 
while this figure is less than 10% for Myanmar and below 5% for Indonesia, Vietnam and the 
Philippines (Figure 28). Apparently, with Chinese debt accounting for 30% of GDP (or even 
40% like Cambodia in 2013), Laos and Cambodia are likely dependent on China financially and 
hence politically, particularly for their position in ASEAN on the SCS disputes. This will 
neutralize any effort of ASEAN, a consensus-based decision-making bloc, to counter Chinese 
aggression in the SCS.     

 
27“ASEAN-China Strategic Partnership Vision 2030,” November 14, 2018, The ASEAN Secretariat,  
https://asean.org/asean-china-strategic-partnership-vision-2030/  

https://asean.org/asean-china-strategic-partnership-vision-2030/
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Figure 28. China Debt Stock of ASEAN 7, % of GDP 

 
Source: Author with data from Horn, Sebastian, Carmen M. Reinhart, and Christoph Trebesch. 2019. "China's 

Overseas Lending." NBER Working Paper No. 26050. Dataset is available at 
https://sites.google.com/view/sebastianhorn/data. Note: Data include only debt from direct loans (excluding 

short-term trade debt, swap debt and portfolio debt) from Chinese state-owned creditors. 

ASEAN perception of Chinese economic influence  

Since 2019, the Singapore-based Yusof Ishak Institute, the leading think tank about 
Southeast Asia, has conducted a survey of Southeast Asian citizens about contemporary issues 
influential to regional security and development, including the impact of China as well as other 
great powers and the SCS disputes.  

Over three-fourths of Southeast Asians recognized China as the most influential economic 
power in ASEAN, but between 64.4% (in 2022) and 71.9% (in 2020) of them worried about, 
rather than welcomed, its economic impact.  On the contrary, while only less than 10% of 
Southeast Asian citizens considered the US the most influential economic power, roughly 30% 
of them worried about its economic influence (and approximately 70% welcomed it) (Mun, Ha, 
Qian, Ong, & Thao, 2020; Seah, Hoang, Martinus, & Pham, 2021, 2022).   

Conclusion for ASEAN – China economic ties 

China has a very strong influence on ASEAN members through trade and investment, 
especially in Cambodia and Laos. As a result, it would be challenging for SCS claimants to 
confront China in the SCS through ASEAN institutions,  the collective mechanism based on the 
consensus principle.  
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Troubled political and security interactions  

Since the mid-2000s, China has intensified its maritime disputes with the South China Sea 
claimants, causing them to balance externally by enhancing ties with the US and internally by 
upgrading their military capability (Fravel, 2015). 

ASEAN perception of China  

Although China is the largest economic partner of Southeast Asia and the biggest investor 
and creditor to Laos, Cambodia, and Myanmar, ASEAN respondents were even more worried 
about the political and strategic influence of China (see Chapter appendix, Figure 76) and over 
40% of them thought that China is a revisionist power (Chapter appendix, Figure 77). 
Nevertheless, less than 20% of them trusted China in terms of global peace, security and 
governance (vs. between 27% and 48% that trusted the US) (see Chapter appendix, Figure 78 ).   

ASEAN concerns over the SCS disputes 

The top concerns of Southeast Asian citizens over the SCS disputes are China’s 
militarization and assertive actions as well as Beijing’s encroachment on the maritime zones of 
other nations (see Chapter appendix, Figure 79). In particular, Table 12 reveals that the 
Vietnamese and Filipinos worry the most about Chinese aggression in the SCS, followed by 
Malaysians and Indonesians. This is explainable, given the stakes of their nations in the SCS 
disputes. Interestingly, 63% of Bruneians are concerned about Chinese encroachment in the 
maritime zones of other nations (including Brunei, apparently despite its silence in the disputes), 
and more than 65% of people from Singapore and Thailand (non-SCS disputants) still worry 
about Chinese militarization and assertive actions. Nevertheless, 85% of Southeast Asians 
preferred a legal approach to solving the disputes (like UNCLOS and the 2016 Tribunal ruling), 
while the military presence of other great powers (likely the US) in the SCS is interestingly the 
least favourite option (see Chapter appendix, Figure 80). Notably, the Vietnamese are the top 
advocate for the presence of another power’s military, while the Filipinos come second (despite 
their military alliance with the US), followed by Malaysia and Indonesia (Figure 29). This 
evidence is aligned with each nation’s policy option of leveraging great power involvement in 
fighting Chinese coercion, as discussed later in the sections of individual policies. 

Table 12. Top concerns over the South China Sea situation - ASEAN 

Country 

A military 
confrontation 

between the US 
and China that 

results in a 
political crisis 

China’s 
encroachments in 

the exclusive 
economic zones 
and continental 
shelves of other 

littoral states 

China’s 
militarization and 
assertive actions 

in the SCS 

Depletion of fish 
stocks and loss 
of biodiversity 

The US 
increased 

military presence 
in the SCS 

ASEAN 45.20% 59.10% 62.40% 20.80% 12.50% 

Brunei 48.50% 63.60% 48.50% 15.20% 24.20% 
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Cambodia 80.80% 30.80% 46.20% 11.50% 30.80% 

Indonesia 47.30% 60.50% 57.40% 24.80% 10.10% 

Laos 57.50% 32.50% 45.00% 27.50% 37.50% 

Malaysia 45.30% 63.20% 48.70% 31.60% 11.10% 

Myanmar 59.00% 39.10% 60.90% 18.60% 22.40% 

Philippines 16.40% 86.60% 71.60% 20.90% 4.50% 

Singapore 59.50% 44.90% 65.80% 23.40% 6.30% 

Thailand 50.40% 59.50% 66.40% 11.50% 12.20% 

Vietnam 16.60% 84.60% 76.00% 18.30% 4.60% 
Source: Seah, S., Hoang, T. H., Martinus, M., & Pham, T. P. T. (2021). The state of Southeast Asia: 2021 survey 

report. Note: Respondents check two responses    

Figure 29. SCS nationals’ views on how ASEAN should respond to the SCS situation 

 
Source: Author with data from Seah, S., Hoang, T. H., Martinus, M., & Pham, T. P. T. (2021). The state of Southeast 

Asia: 2021 survey report. 

 
Despite the concerns over China in the SCS disputes and its strategic, political and economic 

influence, most ASEAN people still support a “neutral position” vis-à-vis US-China 
confrontation; they do not want to side with either nation, maintaining resilience in response to 
pressure from both of them (see Chapter appendix, Figure 81). This may explain why several 
SCS claimants, particularly Vietnam, Malaysia and Indonesia have not been keen on involving 
the US or other great powers in maritime disputes.  

 

ASEAN perception of external powers’ involvement to counter China 

The 2018 survey of ASEAN about the US – Japan – India – Australia Quadrilateral Security 
Dialogue (the Quad) has revealed interesting facts.  (Le Thu, 2018b). According to the survey, 
many people in Vietnam and the Philippines believe the Quad is a necessary anti-China bulwark 
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and none think it is dangerous. More people in Malaysia and Indonesia (and even Cambodia – an 
arguable “proxy” of China in ASEAN) think the Quad is more necessary than dangerous to 
counter China. Interestingly, all the respondents from Brunei and half of those from Laos believe 
it is necessary while none in Laos - a large recipient of Chinese loans - think it is dangerous. 
Likewise, another survey in 2021 also demonstrates that Southeast Asian people have a favorable 
view of the Quad and consider AUKUS as a counterweight to China (see Chapter appendix, 
Figure 83). While the Quad may be seen as a grouping against China, the Quad Plus (the Quad 
plus New Zealand, South Korea, Brazil, Israel and Vietnam) may be better leveraged by ASEAN 
for soft balancing Chinese impacts on Southeast Asia, particularly in the SCS disputes (Huynh, 
2022).  

Challenge for SCS nations  

One of the biggest challenges to ASEAN is how to manage the SCS disputes with China. 
One common suggestion is to upgrade the Declaration on Conduct of Parties in the South China 
Sea (DOC) to the Code of Conduct (COC); however, it seems still a daunting task.  

Another growing concern for Southeast Asia, particularly the SCS claimants, is how to 
respond to the escalating confrontation between the US and China in the Indo-Pacific (B. Lin et 
al., 2020). 

The biggest obstacle to the relationship between the SCS claimants and China is how to 
balance economic ties and sovereignty. Particularly, 1) to maintain political and economic 
relations with China without compromising sovereignty and security; and 2) to sustain good 
relations with both the US and China, given the growing pressure from US-Sino competition. 
These challenges will be factored in the policy instruments (like military, confrontation publicity, 
great power backing, or no action) of SCS claimants to fight Chinese aggression as demonstrated 
in the next section and Chapter 6.  

 



 

   83 

Vietnam’s policies 
Overview of Vietnam – China relations  

Bilateral trade  

Figure 30. Vietnam's export to China vs. World, 1980-2020 

 
Source: Author with data from IMF Direction of Trade Statistics, available at  

https://data.imf.org/regular.aspx?key=61013712 

Figure 31. Vietnam's imports from China vs. World, 1980-2020 

 
Source: Author with data from IMF Direction of Trade Statistics, available at  

https://data.imf.org/regular.aspx?key=61013712 

Vietnam’s exports to and imports from China surged steadily from the year 2000 after the 
two nations signed the border and maritime treaties in 1999 and 2000 (Figure 30 and Figure 31). 
This finding is used for coding the economic closeness of the two nations in chapter 6. Chinese 
investment and construction in Vietnam increased between 2005 and 2011 and declined 
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afterwards before surging back in 2020 (see Chapter appendix, Figure 84), indicating a 
fluctuation likely aligned with the global and regional changes (e.g. global financial crisis in 
2008-2011), rather than the bilateral ties.   

Vietnamese perception of China and the SCS disputes  

Most the Vietnamese think that China is a revisionist power and wants to make Southeast 
Asia its space of influence (Figure 32). They do not trust China because Beijing may use its 
economic and military power to threaten their nation’s sovereignty and interests (Figure 33).   

Figure 32. Vietnamese' view of China’s re-emergence as a major power to Southeast Asia, 2019-
2021 

 
Source: Author with data from Seah, S., Hoang, T. H., Martinus, M., & Pham, T. P. T. (2021). The state of Southeast 

Asia: 2021 survey report. 
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Figure 33. Why Vietnamese distrust China, 2020-2021 

 
Source: Author with data from Seah, S., Hoang, T. H., Martinus, M., & Pham, T. P. T. (2021). The state of Southeast 

Asia: 2021 survey report. 

 

Chinese coercion and Vietnam’s responses: an empirical analysis 

Like the empirical section about Chinese coercion in Chapter 4, this part and others about 
SCS claimants’ responses to Chinese coercion use the same dataset data collected from the 
sources and methods presented in Chapter 3 (please see Chapter 3 – Data sources, data collection 
and case selection for further details).  

Chinese coercion against Vietnam in the SCS 

There were 142 reported incidents of Chinese coercion of Vietnam in the SCS from 1970 to 
2021 (excluding the actions aiming at a multi-national target like the patrol of a large part of the 
SCS or building artificial islands in the Spratlys). Between the 1970s and early 1990s, China’s 
primary target of coercion in Vietnam was the islands (the Paracels and Spratlys), but it has since 
then shifted the target to waters after consolidating its foothold in the Spratlys (Figure 34). From 
the mid-2000s to 2019, however, Vietnamese vessels in both fishing and commercial (oil) 
industry, became the main goal of Chinese coercion. Overall, from the 1970s to 2021, 
Vietnamese vessels were the most frequent target of Beijing, followed by waters and island, 
though the difference in frequency was not so large (Figure 35).     
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Figure 34. The primary target of coercion, stacked: Vietnam 

 
Source: Author  

Figure 35. The primary target of coercion, 1970-2021: Vietnam (%) 

 
Source: Author  

China tended to adopt a hardline approach to Vietnam with the use of force (both limited and 
brute force) and the threat of force in 41% and 37% of incidents, respectively (Figure 36). While 
no force and threat of force were used throughout the period between 1970 and 2021, the limited 
force was adopted more frequently between 2006 and 2018, mostly to Vietnamese fishermen 
around the Paracel islands (Figure 37).  
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Figure 36. Use of force, 1970-2021: Vietnam (%) 

 
Source: Author  

Figure 37. Use of force in coercion, stacked: Vietnam 

 
Source: Author  

 
In accordance with the targets and use of force, China’s government and MLE are the most 

frequent coercers to Vietnams, while PLA less appeared (Figure 38). The MLE (Coast Guards) 
were more commonly adopted from the mid-2000s to the late 2010s (Figure 39) mostly to harass 
and assault Vietnamese fishermen.    
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Figure 38. Actor of coercion, 1970 – 2021: Vietnam(%) 

 
Source: Author  

Figure 39. Actors of coercion: Vietnam  

 
Source: Author  

 

Vietnam’s responses to Chinese coercion  

In response to Chinese aggression in the SCS, Vietnam mostly used diplomacy, followed by 
confrontation and publicity. Notably, however, Hanoi did not take any action in 30% of the 
incidents (Figure 40). Between the 1970s and 1980s, Vietnam adopted mostly diplomacy and 
great power backing and in a few cases military and confrontation. After the quiet period of the 
1990s, publicity and confrontation have been deployed more frequently, apart from diplomacy, 
since the early 2000s (Figure 41).  
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Figure 40. Frequency  of policy responses (%) 

 
Source: Author  

Figure 41. Policy responses: Vietnam 

 
Source: Author  

 

Vietnam’s strategy to cope with Chinese coercion in the SCS 

Although Vietnam’s policy on the South China Sea is critical to analyzing the dynamics of 
the South China Sea disputes and the risk of a Sino-Vietnamese military conflict, it is relatively 
understudied (apart from the extensively analyzed Chinese strategy of expansion in the South 
China Sea). This section will discuss Hanoi’s SCS strategy to struggle against Chinese coercion 
after introducing the Vietnamese foreign policy as the background for the strategy.   
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Vietnamese Diplomacy – active yet unsatisfactory for Chinese coercion  

Overview of Vietnam’s foreign policy since 1975 

Despite diverse views on the causes, mechanism and dynamics of the policy outcome, many 
scholars seem to converge on three characteristics of Vietnam’s foreign policy: 1) its significant 
part in the national development and territorial protection since 1975; 2) its priority on stability 
with the firm motto of “independence, self-reliance, multilateralization, and diversification” 
since early 1990s and 3) one of its largest challenges is the SCS disputes with China  (C. A. 
Thayer, 2015; Le, 2018; Vuving, 2021).  

As summarized by C. A. Thayer (2015), the evolution of the Vietnamese foreign policy may 
be phased out in three stages: from the socialist bloc in 1975 to international integration in 1991, 
the expansion of relations by “multilateralization and diversification” from 1991 to 2005, and the 
intensification ties with major powers and institutions by strategic partnerships since 2006 to 
date. Throughout all three stages, the SCS disputes have been one of the largest priorities of 
Hanoi’s diplomacy. Additionally, since the 2010s the conflicts with China in SCS have even 
been a challenge to the political legitimacy of the Vietnamese Communist Party given the 
growing nationalistic pressure (C. A. Thayer, 2017).  

Among the South China Sea (SCS) claimants, Vietnam is arguably China’s most challenging 
(yet vulnerable) target given its competing claims, geostrategic location, recent conflicts, and 
long history of being invaded and colonized by different Chinese regimes.  As Thayer puts it, 
Vietnam suffers from “the tyranny of geography” – under the invasion and power of China, its 
northern neighbor, throughout its history for thousands of years (C. A. Thayer, 1994a, 1994b, 
2011b), so the SCS disputes may not get separated from that long-lasting tyranny.   

Nevertheless, the SCS disputes are not the only concern of Vietnamese decision-makers. 
After all, it is only a component of Vietnamese diplomacy that covers all foreign relations with 
many states in various sectors. The diplomacy of Vietnam, as discussed below, will provide a 
context, including both opportunities and challenges, for the SCS policy.   

Five-pillar diplomacy: independence, self-reliance, multilateralization, diversification, and international 
integration  

Vietnam will not either get itself dependent on or join a defense alliance with any country or 
bloc as it had during the Cold War (with the Soviet Union), nor will it stay distant from the 
Western world despite the socialist label of the Vietnamese state. On the contrary, it has been 
and will continue to make every effort to create a web of multilevel, multidimensional 
intertwined interests with as many nations as possible.28 In fact, the 2016 Congress of the 

 
28 Vietnam has established diplomatic relations with 187 out of 193 United Nations members, strategic partnerships 
with 17 nations, and comprehensive partnerships with 13 countries (see Pham Binh Minh, “Foreign affairs of 
Vietnam in 2020: stance and new position,” Vietnam Plus, January 1, 2021, As of September 2, 2022, 
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Communist Party of Vietnam (CPV) reaffirmed a “consistent foreign policy of independence, 
self-reliance, peace, cooperation and development; diversification and multilateralization of 
foreign relations; proactive international integration...”29 The 2013 Strategy of International 
Integration by 2020 and Vision 2030 explains the foreign policy that “…does not join force 
mobilization or alliances…increase the interdependence between our country and others, 
particularly those vital to the defense and development of the nation; never fall into the 
dependence in any circumstances or any sector.”30.  

Balancing relations between China and the US 

Since the 1990s, balancing ties with great powers has been pivotal to Vietnamese diplomacy, 
particularly the US-Russia-China triangle.31 Between 2001 and 2016, Hanoi inked strategic 
partnerships with 16 nations and comprehensive partnerships with 10 others, especially the US 
and Australia (C. A. Thayer, 2017). The 2013 Politburo Resolution in International Integration 
and the revised National Defense Strategy highlighted “enhancing the cooperation to create 
intertwined strategic interests between our nation and others, especially large powers, strategic 
partners, neighbors, and regional countries; avoiding conflicts, confrontation, isolation and 
dependence.” 32 In security and defense, Vietnam “continues its ‘balance with large nations’ as 
the essential option in maintaining relations with superpowers…”. 33  

 
https://www.vietnamplus.vn/doi-ngoai-viet-nam-trong-nam-2020-ban-linh-va-tam-the-moi/687402.vnp ), including 
all the great powers, and 5 standing members of the UN Security Council. The nation has also joined all major 
multinational institutions including WTO, ASEAN, ASEM, APEC, Regional Comprehensive Economic Partnership 
(RCEP), Belt and Road Initiative (BRI), the Comprehensive and Progressive Agreement for Trans-Pacific 
Partnership (now CP-TPP), and numerous bilateral as well as regional Free Trade Agreements. In regional security, 
Hanoi is also committed to “building and implementing plans to participate in other multilateral institutions of 
defense and security; proactively contributing to the formulation of East Asian and Asia-Pacific security 
architecture.”    
29 “12th Party Congress Political Report,” Communist Party of Vietnam, March 31, 2017, As of September 2, 2022:  
https://tulieuvankien.dangcongsan.vn/ban-chap-hanh-trung-uong-dang/dai-hoi-dang/lan-thu-xii/bao-cao-chinh-tri-
cua-ban-chap-hanh-trung-uong-dang-khoa-xi-tai-dai-hoi-dai-bieu-toan-quoc-lan-thu-xii-cua-dang-1600  
30 “Overall Strategy for international integration through 2020, with a vision toward 2030,” Vietnamese 
Government, January 7, 2016, As of September 2, 2022 (English): https://vbpl.vn/TW/Pages/vbpqen-
toanvan.aspx?ItemID=11070  
31 Tran Viet Thai (Diplomatic Academy of Vietnam), “Vietnamese diplomacy in 2017: Seeking stability in 
volatility,” The World and Vietnam Report, February 2, 2017, As of September 2, 2022:  
http://baoquocte.vn/preview_article/bWluaHR1YW4=/ngoai-giao-viet-nam-2017-tim-kiem-su-on-dinh-trong-bien-
dong-43042.html  
32 Lt. Gen. Tran Thai Binh (Institute of Defense Strategy), “Fundamentals of the National Defense Strategy in the 
New Situation,” National Defense Journal, June 10, 2014, As of September 2, 2022:  http://tapchiqptd.vn/vi/dua-
nghi-quyet-cua-dang-vao-cuoc-song/mot-so-noi-dung-co-ban-cua-chien-luoc-bao-ve-to-quoc-trong-tinh-hinh-
moi/5731.html  
33 Senior Lt-Gen. Nguyen Trong Nghia (Vice-Chair of General Department of Political Affairs, Ministry of 
National Defense), “Properly handling relations with great powers, the important factor to sustain independence and 
autonomy and national sovereignty in international integration,” National Defense Journal, December 11, 2017, As 
of September 2, 2022:  http://tapchiqptd.vn/vi/nghien-cuu-thuc-hien-nghi-quyet/xu-ly-dung-dan-moi-quan-he-voi-
cac-nuoc-lon-yeu-to-quan-trong-de-giu-vung-doc-lap-tu-chu-v/10942.html  

https://www.vietnamplus.vn/doi-ngoai-viet-nam-trong-nam-2020-ban-linh-va-tam-the-moi/687402.vnp
https://tulieuvankien.dangcongsan.vn/ban-chap-hanh-trung-uong-dang/dai-hoi-dang/lan-thu-xii/bao-cao-chinh-tri-cua-ban-chap-hanh-trung-uong-dang-khoa-xi-tai-dai-hoi-dai-bieu-toan-quoc-lan-thu-xii-cua-dang-1600
https://vbpl.vn/TW/Pages/vbpqen-toanvan.aspx?ItemID=11070
https://vbpl.vn/TW/Pages/vbpqen-toanvan.aspx?ItemID=11070
http://baoquocte.vn/preview_article/bWluaHR1YW4=/ngoai-giao-viet-nam-2017-tim-kiem-su-on-dinh-trong-bien-dong-43042.html
http://tapchiqptd.vn/vi/dua-nghi-quyet-cua-dang-vao-cuoc-song/mot-so-noi-dung-co-ban-cua-chien-luoc-bao-ve-to-quoc-trong-tinh-hinh-moi/5731.html
http://tapchiqptd.vn/vi/dua-nghi-quyet-cua-dang-vao-cuoc-song/mot-so-noi-dung-co-ban-cua-chien-luoc-bao-ve-to-quoc-trong-tinh-hinh-moi/5731.html
http://tapchiqptd.vn/vi/nghien-cuu-thuc-hien-nghi-quyet/xu-ly-dung-dan-moi-quan-he-voi-cac-nuoc-lon-yeu-to-quan-trong-de-giu-vung-doc-lap-tu-chu-v/10942.html
http://tapchiqptd.vn/vi/nghien-cuu-thuc-hien-nghi-quyet/xu-ly-dung-dan-moi-quan-he-voi-cac-nuoc-lon-yeu-to-quan-trong-de-giu-vung-doc-lap-tu-chu-v/10942.html
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 Nonetheless, it seems that since the oil rig standoff in 2014 Hanoi has silently shifted its 
strategic focus towards the US. Over the past several years, for instance, Vietnam has shown 
support for an increasing position of the US in the Asia-Pacific in favor of Vietnamese 
economic, political and security interests, especially in response to the emerging domination of 
China. The China threat to Vietnam in the SCS is arguably a major driver of Hanoi’s 
intensification of its relations with Washington, especially in defense and security cooperation 
(Derek Grossman, 2020). Vietnam was also proactive in joining the Trans-Pacific Partnership, a 
12-member bloc without China, which the US played a key part in but withdrew from 
eventually.  In addition, while Beijing always opposes the U.S. Freedom of Navigation 
Operations (FONOPs) near the disputed features occupied by China in the South China Sea, 
Hanoi does not. In response to the U.S. schedule of FONOPs in the South China Sea in 
September 2017, Hanoi asserted "Vietnam respects the rights of every nation to conduct its rights 
to freedom of navigation and overflight in accordance with international law."34 Especially, in 
2016 the Vietnamese Vice Defense Minister “affirmed that Vietnam will support the U.S and 
other partners to intervene in the region as long as it brings peace, stability and prosperity.”35  

Integrated cooperation and struggle with major powers, including China 

The 12th CPV Congress asserts that “Based on cooperation and struggle, the operation of 
foreign policy aims at safeguarding the peaceful and stable environment, leveraging the external 
resources for national development and improving people’s living standard.”36 This cooperation-
cum-struggle model should be “flexible with appropriate policy for each major power and the 
relations with one should not affect those with others.”37 The cooperation-and-struggle pattern 
aims at “enhancing the degree of intertwined interests between our country and partners, first and 

 
34 Thai An-Thuy Van, “Vietnam comments on US schedule of FONOPs in the South China Sea”, Vietnamnet, 
September 7, 2017, As of September 2, 2022: http://vietnamnet.vn/vn/thoi-su/chinh-tri/viet-nam-len-tieng-viec-my-
len-ke-hoach-tuan-tra-o-bien-dong-397529.html  
35 Reuters Staff, “Vietnam gives thumbs-up to U.S. regional role as pivot stumbles,” Reuters, October 18, 2016, As 
of September 2, 2022: https://www.reuters.com/article/us-vietnam-usa/vietnam-gives-thumbs-up-to-u-s-regional-
role-as-pivot-stumbles-idUSKCN12I1BR  
36 “12th Party Congress Political Report,” Communist Party of Vietnam, March 31, 2017, As of September 2, 2022:  
https://tulieuvankien.dangcongsan.vn/ban-chap-hanh-trung-uong-dang/dai-hoi-dang/lan-thu-xii/bao-cao-chinh-tri-
cua-ban-chap-hanh-trung-uong-dang-khoa-xi-tai-dai-hoi-dai-bieu-toan-quoc-lan-thu-xii-cua-dang-1600  
37 Senior Lt. Gen. Nguyen Trong Nghia (Vice-Chair of General Department of Political Affairs, Ministry of 
National Defense), “Properly handling relations with great powers, the important factor to sustain independence and 
autonomy and national sovereignty in international integration,” National Defense Journal, December 11, 2017, As 
of September 2, 2022:  http://tapchiqptd.vn/vi/nghien-cuu-thuc-hien-nghi-quyet/xu-ly-dung-dan-moi-quan-he-voi-
cac-nuoc-lon-yeu-to-quan-trong-de-giu-vung-doc-lap-tu-chu-v/10942.html  

http://vietnamnet.vn/vn/thoi-su/chinh-tri/viet-nam-len-tieng-viec-my-len-ke-hoach-tuan-tra-o-bien-dong-397529.html
http://vietnamnet.vn/vn/thoi-su/chinh-tri/viet-nam-len-tieng-viec-my-len-ke-hoach-tuan-tra-o-bien-dong-397529.html
https://www.reuters.com/article/us-vietnam-usa/vietnam-gives-thumbs-up-to-u-s-regional-role-as-pivot-stumbles-idUSKCN12I1BR
https://www.reuters.com/article/us-vietnam-usa/vietnam-gives-thumbs-up-to-u-s-regional-role-as-pivot-stumbles-idUSKCN12I1BR
https://tulieuvankien.dangcongsan.vn/ban-chap-hanh-trung-uong-dang/dai-hoi-dang/lan-thu-xii/bao-cao-chinh-tri-cua-ban-chap-hanh-trung-uong-dang-khoa-xi-tai-dai-hoi-dai-bieu-toan-quoc-lan-thu-xii-cua-dang-1600
http://tapchiqptd.vn/vi/nghien-cuu-thuc-hien-nghi-quyet/xu-ly-dung-dan-moi-quan-he-voi-cac-nuoc-lon-yeu-to-quan-trong-de-giu-vung-doc-lap-tu-chu-v/10942.html
http://tapchiqptd.vn/vi/nghien-cuu-thuc-hien-nghi-quyet/xu-ly-dung-dan-moi-quan-he-voi-cac-nuoc-lon-yeu-to-quan-trong-de-giu-vung-doc-lap-tu-chu-v/10942.html
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foremost the strategic partners and comprehensive partners; intensifying the interdependence in 
all sectors, including defense and security.”38    

In defense and security, Vietnam will “enhance bilateral cooperation activities in defense and 
security with neighboring countries, ASEAN countries, major powers, traditional friends...”39 
However, Vietnam will firmly struggle for sovereignty and territorial integrity, as reiterated by 
the Foreign Minister: “We have to be persistent and determined in the tasks of national security 
defense for independence, sovereignty, unification and territorial integration.”40  

 “3-No’s” defense policy to appease China yet inadequate to safeguard islands 

Vietnam has been consistently firm about its “no alliance” policy in security and defense, 
originally stated in the 2009 Defense White Paper (and reconfirmed in the 2019 Defense White 
Paper) and often referred to as part of the “three no’s” policy: “Vietnam’s policy is no 
participation in military alliances, no foreign military bases located on its land and no foreign use 
of its territory against other countries.”41 The 2019 Defense White Paper added another “No”: no 
“using force or threatening to use force in international relations.”42  Obviously, the policy aims 
at appeasing China43, though it has been criticized by domestic scholars and elites given China’s 
increasingly assertive activities in the SCS.44 During the 2014 oil rig crisis with Beijing, 
however, Hanoi was reported to consider abandoning this policy to seek support from the US (C. 
A. Thayer, 2017).  

 
38 “Overall Strategy for international integration through 2020, with a vision toward 2030,” Vietnamese 
Government, January 7, 2016, As of September 2, 2022 (English): https://vbpl.vn/TW/Pages/vbpqen-
toanvan.aspx?ItemID=11070 
39 Communist Party of Vietnam, “Politburo Resolution No.22 on international integration,” Ministry of Foreign 
Affairs, April 10, 2013, As of September 2, 2022:  https://tulieuvankien.dangcongsan.vn/he-thong-van-ban/van-ban-
cua-dang/nghi-quyet-so-22-nqtw-ngay-1042013-cua-bo-chinh-tri-ve-hoi-nhap-quoc-te-264  
40 Pham Binh Minh (Minister of Foreign Affairs), “New points and core contents of foreign policy in the 12th Party 
Congress documents,”  Nhan Dan [People] Online, April 26, 2016, As of September 2, 2022: 
http://www.nhandan.com.vn/chinhtri/dang-va-cuoc-song/item/29421802-nhung-diem-moi-va-nhung-noi-dung-cot-
loi-cua-duong-loi-doi-ngoai-trong-van-kien-dai-hoi-xii-cua-dang.html  
41 “Vietnamese Defense White Paper (2009),” Ministry of National Defense, June 13, 2012, As of September 2, 
2022: http://mod.gov.vn/wps/wcm/connect/e1c352c1-0fb5-4107-8642-
ae500e70dd7b/2009vie.pdf?MOD=AJPERES&CACHEID=e1c352c1-0fb5-4107-8642-ae500e70dd7b  
42 “Vietnamese Defense White Paper (2019),” Ministry of National Defense, December 10, 2019, As of September 
2, 2022, p.23(English): https://daisukybiendong.files.wordpress.com/2019/12/vietnams-defense-white-paper-
2019.pdf  
43 For instance, it is cited by the Deputy Minister of Defense during his trip to China in 2010. See: VOV, “The 
‘three-no’s policy of Vietnamese defense’, Vnexpress, August 26, 2010, As of September 2, 2022: 
https://vnexpress.net/tin-tuc/the-gioi/chinh-sach-ba-khong-cua-quoc-phong-viet-nam-2173776.html    
44 See, for instance, Dai Thang, “Sovereignty at the East Sea [South China Sea]: The 2.0 three-no’s defense policy 
for Vietnam”, Phap Luat [Law] Online,  April 1, 2015, As of September 2, 2022: http://plo.vn/van-hoa/ho-so-
phong-su/chu-quyen-bien-dong-chinh-sach-quoc-phong-ba-khong-20-cho-vn-541610.html   

https://vbpl.vn/TW/Pages/vbpqen-toanvan.aspx?ItemID=11070
https://vbpl.vn/TW/Pages/vbpqen-toanvan.aspx?ItemID=11070
https://tulieuvankien.dangcongsan.vn/he-thong-van-ban/van-ban-cua-dang/nghi-quyet-so-22-nqtw-ngay-1042013-cua-bo-chinh-tri-ve-hoi-nhap-quoc-te-264
https://tulieuvankien.dangcongsan.vn/he-thong-van-ban/van-ban-cua-dang/nghi-quyet-so-22-nqtw-ngay-1042013-cua-bo-chinh-tri-ve-hoi-nhap-quoc-te-264
http://www.nhandan.com.vn/chinhtri/dang-va-cuoc-song/item/29421802-nhung-diem-moi-va-nhung-noi-dung-cot-loi-cua-duong-loi-doi-ngoai-trong-van-kien-dai-hoi-xii-cua-dang.html
http://mod.gov.vn/wps/wcm/connect/e1c352c1-0fb5-4107-8642-ae500e70dd7b/2009vie.pdf?MOD=AJPERES&CACHEID=e1c352c1-0fb5-4107-8642-ae500e70dd7b
http://mod.gov.vn/wps/wcm/connect/e1c352c1-0fb5-4107-8642-ae500e70dd7b/2009vie.pdf?MOD=AJPERES&CACHEID=e1c352c1-0fb5-4107-8642-ae500e70dd7b
https://daisukybiendong.files.wordpress.com/2019/12/vietnams-defense-white-paper-2019.pdf
https://daisukybiendong.files.wordpress.com/2019/12/vietnams-defense-white-paper-2019.pdf
https://vnexpress.net/tin-tuc/the-gioi/chinh-sach-ba-khong-cua-quoc-phong-viet-nam-2173776.html
http://plo.vn/van-hoa/ho-so-phong-su/chu-quyen-bien-dong-chinh-sach-quoc-phong-ba-khong-20-cho-vn-541610.html
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Regardless of the “three-no’s” principle, there is significant room and flexibility for a “yes” 
option with the US in response to China in the SCS disputes (Derek Grossman & Huynh, 2019). 
In the past decade, Vietnam accelerated its defense ties with other Indo-Pacific nations to counter 
Chinese aggression in the SCS (Harold et al., 2019). Hanoi also has acquired defense assets from 
other states, but its capability is not adequate for countering a Chinese military attack on its SCS 
outposts, not to mention a prolonged war (D. Grossman, 2018; D Grossman & Anh, 2018).  

In short, the independent, omnidirectional and balanced foreign relations of Vietnam have 
enabled the country to sustain a stable environment for economic development for a certain 
period. However, such diplomacy may fail to safeguard its security, territory, and maritime 
interests if China escalates coercive operations and uses force in the SCS. In the opposite 
direction, although the “multilateralization and diversification” pillars of Hanoi have been 
successful, the two other ones - independence and self-reliance - may be challenged by the SCS 
disputes with China (C. Thayer, 2020). Obviously, Vietnam’s overall diplomacy has shaped its 
options for the South China Sea disputes.  

Vietnamese Strategy for the South China Sea Disputes  

Vietnam’s South China Sea policy has not been comprehensively and systematically studied 
although its overall diplomacy has been widely known as aforementioned. Most publications, 
albeit insightful and useful, focused on the post-“Doi Moi” (renovation) period since 1986, 
certain aspects of the disputes (e.g. sovereignty, security or history) or the overall foreign policy, 
not the policymaking or the decision-making per se. Notable studies include a summary of 
Vietnam’s South China Sea policy embedded in its relations with China (C. A. Thayer, 1994a, 
1994b; C. A. Thayer, 2002; C. A. Thayer, 2011b; Carlyle A. Thayer, 2016; C. Thayer, 2020), the 
maritime conflict as a variable in the power politics of China vis-à-vis Vietnam (Ross, 2020), the 
South China Sea as a political and economic determinant of Vietnam’s China policy between 
1986-2015 (Le, 2017), Vietnam’s South China Sea policy since 1986 (Do, 2017; Đỗ, 2017), a 
historical review of Vietnamese claims of sovereignty over Paracel and Spratly Islands (Nguyẽ̂n 
& Lâm, 2019), SCS in US-Sino-Vietnamese triangle (Womack, 2016b; Di Lan & Vu, 2019), 
SCS in Vietnamese multidirectional foreign policy (Chapman, 2017).  

Existing literature, nonetheless, suggests that Hanoi may have a standpoint yet lack a 
comprehensive, systematic, long-term, sustainable and effective strategy on the SCS while the 
regional context is posing challenges to Vietnamese decision-makers.   

Vietnam’s South China Sea standpoint and approaches 

The most complete description of Vietnam’s position on SCS may be found in the 
publications by Nguyen Hong Thao, a Vietnamese leading scholar on Vietnam’s territorial 
disputes and a member of the International Law Commission of the United Nations from 2017-
2021. According to Thao (2021), Vietnam’s claims of territorial sovereignty over the Paracel 
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Islands and Spratlys Islands are based on the effective occupation theory with historical evidence 
of Vietnamese Nguyen Dynasties exercising sovereignty over the two groups of islands since the 
17th century.  

The current SCS standpoint of Vietnam includes three main themes (Thao, 2012): 1) the 
sovereignty of the Paracels and the Spratlys, based on historical evidence since the 17th century 
and international law; 2) the maritime zones around these islands, based on the UNCLOS; and 3) 
the settlement of disputes in the SCS, by peaceful measures including diplomatic negotiations 
and legal actions in accordance with international law, particularly the UNCLOS.   

In recent years, Vietnam has been more vocal about its SCS standpoint. Hanoi has constantly 
affirmed its territorial sovereignty over the Paracels and Spratlys based on international law, 
expressed worries about the SCS tensions, and often opposed Chinese activities violating its 
maritime territory and sovereignty, especially through the spokesperson and at multilateral 
venues (UN, ASEAN, Shangri-La Dialogue).45  

Vietnam’s main approach to SCS disputes is settling the disputes through negotiations in 
accordance with international law, particularly the UNCLOS (Thao, 2012). Moreover, it also 
promotes relations with large powers like Russia, India, Japan, the EU and especially the U.S. to 
counterbalance the influence of China. Additionally, it leverages the multilateral mechanism e.g. 
ASEAN, Declaration on Conduct of Parties in the South China Sea between ASEAN and China. 
Like the Philippines, Vietnam also indicated the possibility to bring the case against China in the 
South China Sea to the UNCLOS Tribunal, particularly after the oil rig crisis in 2014 (D. 
Grossman, 2018).  

In search of a long-term, comprehensive, and effective South China Sea strategy  

Apart from the above-mentioned SCS standpoint, Vietnam has yet adequately prepared for 
South China Sea conundrum in the dynamic domestic and global context. For many decades 
Vietnam has not revealed an effective, consistent long-term strategy to tackle Chinese coercion 
and military aggression in the South China Sea. Even if there were a classified strategy, the SCS 
reality has demonstrated Hanoi’s fragmented, inconsistent, and mostly unsuccessful responses to 
Beijing in the SCS; in other words, it may not have formulated effective strategic policymaking 
to deal with the Chinese long-term expansionism in the SCS. This argument is proved by 

 
45 For example, see Huyen Le, “Vietnam demands compensation from China for sinking fishing boat,” VnExpress, 
March 22, 2019, As of September 2, 2022: https://e.vnexpress.net/news/news/vietnam-demands-compensation-
from-china-for-sinking-fishing-boat-3898266.html; “Vietnam reasserts sovereignty over Truong Sa archipelago,” 
Nhan Dan, March 14, 2019, As of September 2, 2022: https://en.nhandan.vn/vietnam-reasserts-sovereignty-over-
truong-sa-archipelago-post71529.html; “Vietnam condemns China’s violations of national sovereignty at sea,” The 
World & Vietnam Report, June 6, 2018, As of September 2, 2022: https://en.baoquocte.vn/vietnam-condemns-
chinas-violations-of-national-sovereignty-at-sea-72147.html ;  “Vietnam asks China to stop bomber drills in Hoang 
Sa,”  Vietnam Plus, May 21, 2018, As of September 2, 2022: https://en.vietnamplus.vn/vietnam-asks-china-to-stop-
bomber-drills-in-hoang-sa/131447.vnp  

https://e.vnexpress.net/news/news/vietnam-demands-compensation-from-china-for-sinking-fishing-boat-3898266.html
https://e.vnexpress.net/news/news/vietnam-demands-compensation-from-china-for-sinking-fishing-boat-3898266.html
https://en.nhandan.vn/vietnam-reasserts-sovereignty-over-truong-sa-archipelago-post71529.html
https://en.nhandan.vn/vietnam-reasserts-sovereignty-over-truong-sa-archipelago-post71529.html
https://en.baoquocte.vn/vietnam-condemns-chinas-violations-of-national-sovereignty-at-sea-72147.html
https://en.baoquocte.vn/vietnam-condemns-chinas-violations-of-national-sovereignty-at-sea-72147.html
https://en.vietnamplus.vn/vietnam-asks-china-to-stop-bomber-drills-in-hoang-sa/131447.vnp
https://en.vietnamplus.vn/vietnam-asks-china-to-stop-bomber-drills-in-hoang-sa/131447.vnp
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historical events. In 1951, the Republic of Vietnam claimed the Paracels and Spratlys islands in 
the San Francisco Peace Treaty (Pedrozo, 2014). Five years later, however, it failed to respond to 
the Chinese occupation of Woody Island in the Paracels. In 1974, South Vietnam lost the 
western half of the Paracels to China after a naval battle. In 1988, China seized the Johnson 
South Reef in the Spratlys after killing 64 Vietnamese soldiers in a brief naval offensive. In the 
1990s, Vietnam managed to struggle against Chinese harassment of oil exploration in its 
southern EEZ. Yet, since the late 2000s Vietnamese oil and fishing industries have been 
increasingly harassed, coerced, and threatened by Chinese aggression with weak responses from 
Vietnam. In 2017 and 2018 Hanoi reportedly halted its oil exploration after China threatened to 
use force in the South China Sea. Hanoi responded differently when Beijing moved its oil rig in 
2014 and a survey ship in 2019 into Vietnamese EEZ for months.  

If there exists a strategy of Hanoi against Beijing’s SCS coercion, it consists of three 
components as observed by C. A. Thayer (2011b): deepening bilateral ties through high-level 
visits, engagement with China via a network of connections including economic cooperation; 
and enhancing military capabilities. In other words, Vietnam adopted a “multi-tiered, omni-
directional hedging strategy” (Hiep, 2013) against PRC’s adventurism in the SCS. Accordingly, 
over the past decade, Hanoi has responded to Chinese aggression by four elements: diplomacy 
(bilateral and multilateral), external economic players, field confrontation, and legal 
consideration. First, political measures were taken including official opposition through 
diplomatic channels, criticizing Chinese coercive behaviors in international forums, and sending 
senior officials to Beijing to de-escalate the tensions. After the oil rig incursion in 2014 and the 
standoff near the Vietnamese EEZ in 2019, Vietnam sent senior Party and government officials 
to China for discussion on the incidents. Secondly, Vietnam also engages foreign partners (e.g. 
Russian, American,  Indian, Japanese, and Spanish firms) in the oil and gas business in its EEZ 
to increase the foreign stake as a deterrence to Chinese adventurism. Third, Vietnam has 
enhanced its deterrence power by military buildup and deployed its vessels (of the Coast Guards 
and Fishing Surveillance Force) to counter Chinese coercion and protect the oil and gas assets in 
its EEZ. Finally, Hanoi has considered litigation measures like the Tribunal case of the 
Philippines against China. Nevertheless, those responses seem passive, reactive, and 
disintegrated, so they have neither deterred Beijing from continuing and escalating its coercion 
nor assured a sustainably effective outcome. This observation has been verified by the empirical 
analysis of Chinese coercion and Vietnam’s responses before this section and in chapter 6 (see 
Figure 41). Despite various responses, there was still an increasing trend of China’s aggressive 
behaviors towards Vietnam from the early 2000s to at least 2020.  

Growing challenges for Vietnamese policymakers 

Vietnamese policymakers are facing increasingly complex challenges in the South China Sea 
disputes. Domestically, the Vietnamese economy has been struggling with pertinent hurdles such 
as unsustainable growth, poor infrastructure, skilled labor shortages, environmental issues and 
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risks in the financial sector, which are now further tensioned by the slowdown in primary export 
markets, commodity price fluctuation, and the disruption of global supply chains.46 This situation 
demands a peaceful environment for development and constrains resources for security and 
defense. Externally, the political and economic dynamics of the global and regional context, 
including the US-China strategic competition, diverse national interests of regional nations, or a 
divided ASEAN, remains a puzzle to Vietnamese South China Sea policy. Particularly, 
Vietnam’s political economy and its complex relations with China and the United States may 
complicate its South China Sea policy. On the one hand, despite being the largest security threat, 
Beijing is still the biggest trading partner of Hanoi and the Chinese Communist Party has 
sustained close political and ideological ties with the Vietnamese Communist Party for decades. 
On the other hand, Vietnam finds the United States, China’s single strategic competitor in the 
South China Sea, as the indispensable option to counter Chinese aggression. Yet, due to its 
painful Cold War experience of allied relations (China-North Vietnam, the U.S.–South Vietnam, 
the Soviet Union–Vietnam), Hanoi has been trying to play the balance game between China and 
the US since the early 1990s. Additionally, different ideologies on democracy and human rights 
may constrain Washington’s support for Hanoi. Nonetheless, facing the growing challenge of 
security threat, territorial sovereignty, and economic vulnerability, intensified by surging 
domestic Sinophobia, Vietnamese leaders may have to resort to intensifying its partnership with 
the U.S. as a major deterrence to Chinese aggression.  

In conclusion, Vietnam has not demonstrated a comprehensive strategy to cope with Chinese 
aggression in the SCS. The policy instruments of Hanoi over the past decades include 1) 
diplomacy (both bilateral and multilateral); 2) external balancing (involving the US and other 
regional powers, including Japan, India, and ASEAN, via both political and economic interests); 
3) enhancing military capability; 4) confrontation on the ground, and 5) considering legal action.  
These traits are factored in the variables for counter-coercion in the previous section and Chapter 
6 (cost-imposing capabilities; international support; international opposition to China; 
diplomacy, military, great power backing, and legal tools). From the previous empirical analysis 
of Chinese coercive behaviors against Vietnam in the SCS, these policy tools are not always 
successful to fight Chinese coercion, particularly since the mid-2000s to date.   

 
 

 
46 “Vietnam’s Economy Forecast to Grow 7.5% in 2022, New World Bank Report Says,” World Bank, August 8, 
2022, As of September 2, 2022: 
https://www.worldbank.org/en/news/press-release/2022/08/08/vietnam-s-economy-forecast-to-grow-7-5-in-2022-
new-world-bank-report-
says#:~:text=Risks%20include%20growth%20slowdown%20or,and%20heightened%20financial%20sector%20risk
s.  

https://www.worldbank.org/en/news/press-release/2022/08/08/vietnam-s-economy-forecast-to-grow-7-5-in-2022-new-world-bank-report-says#:~:text=Risks%20include%20growth%20slowdown%20or,and%20heightened%20financial%20sector%20risks
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The Philippines’ policies 
Overview of the Philippines – China relations  

Figure 42. The Philippines's exports to China vs. World 

 
Source: Author with data from IMF Direction of Trade Statistics, available at  

https://data.imf.org/regular.aspx?key=61013712 

Like Vietnam, the Philippines has also accelerated its trade, both exports and imports, with 
China since the year 2000 ( Figure 42 and Figure 43), so the economic closeness between the 
two nations has grown ever since (coding for chapter 6).  

 

Figure 43. The Philippines' imports from China vs. World, 1980-2020 

 
Source: Author with data from IMF Direction of Trade Statistics, available at  

https://data.imf.org/regular.aspx?key=61013712 
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Investment and construction of China in the Philippines also fluctuated between 2005 and 
2020 (see Chapter appendix, Figure 84), even though Beijing promised a huge investment to 
Philippine President Duterte at the beginning of his term (2016).  

 

Chinese coercion against the Philippines in the SCS 

Between 1977 and 2021, there were 97 cases of Chinese coercion against the Philippines (as 
a single-nation target). Islands were the main target of Chinese coercion on the Philippines, 
unlike Vietnam (vessels and waters), followed by vessels and waters which have been mostly 
aimed since the early 2010s (Figure 44 and Figure 45).  The decade since the 2010s also 
witnessed the escalation of Beijing’s coercive trend. 

Figure 44. The primary target of coercion, 1977-2021: Philippines(%) 

 
Source: Author  

Figure 45. The primary target of coercion: Philippines 
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Source: Author  

The threat of force is the most frequent type of Chinese coercion to the Philippines, followed 
by no force. Both types were mostly used from the 1970s to the 2000s. Beijing has intensified 
the use of force with the limited or brute force since the 2010s, the period of its escalation of 
coercion with the targets expanded to waters and vessels as observed above (Figure 46 and 
Figure 47).   

Figure 46. Use of force in coercion, 1977-2021: Philippines (%) 

 
Source: Author  

Figure 47. Use of force in coercion: Philippines 

 
Source: Author  

Interestingly, Chinese fishing vessels appeared the most in coercive actions against the 
Philippines, followed (literally) by the Chinese MLE (Coast Guards), the Chinese government 
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primary coercing player. After that the PLA and Chinese fishing vessels joined the coercive 
campaign (e.g. in the Mischief Reef seizure) and the Chinese MLE joined the game in the late 
2000s, aligned with the patrol campaign of Chinese Marine Surveillance (Figure 49).   

Figure 48. Actor of coercion, 1977 - 2021: Philippines (%) 

 
Source: Author  

Figure 49. Actors of coercion: Philippines 

 
Source: Author  

The Philippines’ responses to Chinese coercion  

Unlike Vietnam (with diplomacy, no action and confrontation), the Philippines’ top policy 
responses are confrontation, diplomacy, and publicity. The next options are military and great 
power backing (Figure 50). Between the 1970s and the early 1990s, the Philippines needed only 
great power backing (the US) to fight against Chinese coercion, yet it adopted military, 
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diplomacy, confrontation, and publicity from the mid-1990s (likely after the loss of Mischief 
Reef) to the mid-2000s. Since the late 2000s, facing Chinese escalated aggression, Manila 
continued using those four policy instruments more frequently and at times used great power or 
took no action (Figure 51).  

Figure 50. Frequency  of policy responses: the Philippines(%) 

 

Figure 51. Policy responses: the Philippines 
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Source: Author  

 

The Philippines’ strategy to cope with Chinese coercion 

Located in the contested sphere between great powers (China, Japan, and the US) and 
colonized for several centuries by Spain and the US, the Philippines has long historical 
experience on how to navigate through the waves of great power intervention. The Philippines 
became a military ally of the US in 1951, and since then Manila has aligned its foreign policy 
closely with Washington over the past 70 years, except for a brief divergence when Duterte was 
president from 2016-22. Since 1991, Philippine foreign policy has been built on three pillars: 
national security, economic security and the protection of the interests of Filipinos overseas, 
among which the SCS disputes are a central part (Hernandez, 2020).  

After 20 years of warm ties since the establishment of diplomatic relationship, the 
Philippines started worrying about the China threat in 1995, due to main reasons: PRC’s seizure 
of the Mischief Reef, its other assertive behaviors in the Spratlys and its increasing defense 
spending (Pablo-Baviera, 2002; Batongbacal, 2021). While diplomacy was not effective in 
addressing Chinese coercion, the Philippines has decided to prioritize the modernization of the 
army and renew its military partnership with the US  (Pablo-Baviera, 2002). Since the 2002 
Declaration on the Conduct of Parties in the South China Sea (DOC), the Philippines has 
promoted political, economic and cultural ties with China, expecting that they may eventually 
bring Beijing to a fair settlement of maritime disputes, apart from rallying ASEAN support 
(Batongbacal, 2021). However, such policy instruments seem unsuccessful in coping with 
Chinese assertiveness. As a last resort, Manila eventually adopted international legal action in 
2013 by suing Chinese actions to the Hague Tribunal in accordance with the UNCLOS, followed 
by the mobilization of international public opinion and diplomatic support (Batongbacal, 2021). 
The Tribunal Ruling was successful for the Philippines although it was downplayed afterwards 
due to the turnabout in foreign policy on Beijing under President Duterte which turned from 
appeasement vis-à-vis Chinese coercion in his early years in power to soft balancing near the end 
of his term via enhancing ties with the US, Japan, and ASEAN (Castro, 2020). All these policy 
responses are factored in the variables used for analyzing the counter-coercion of SCS claimants 
in the previous section and Chapter 6 of this dissertation (cost-imposing capabilities; political 
closeness; economic closeness; international support; international opposition to China; 
diplomacy, military, great power backing, and legal tools).  

In short, the Philippines has deployed a range of policy tools to cope with China’s coercion 
in the SCS, including leveraging the impact of the US military alliance and other foreign players, 
enhancing military power, engaging political and economic ties with Beijing, and taking legal 
actions. Those responses, however, seem unsuccessful as Chinese aggression towards the 
Philippines has increased sharply since the late 2000s to date ( demonstrated in Figure 51).  
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Malaysia’s policies 
Overview of Malaysia – China relations  

Like other Southeast Asian nations, Malaysia also witnessed a surge in trade, both imports 
and exports, with China since 2000 (Figure 52 and Figure 53).  

Figure 52. Malaysia's exports to China vs. World, 1980-2020 

 
Source: Author with data from IMF Direction of Trade Statistics, available at  

https://data.imf.org/regular.aspx?key=61013712 

Figure 53. Malaysia's imports from China vs. World, 1980-2020 

 
Source: Author with data from IMF Direction of Trade Statistics, available at  

https://data.imf.org/regular.aspx?key=61013712 

Investment and construction of China in Malaysia increased steadily from 2010 to 2015 
(except in 2014), then declined before rising in 2018 and fell again afterwards (see Chapter 
appendix, Figure 85).    
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Chinese coercion and Malaysia’s responses: an empirical analysis  

Chinese coercion against Malaysia in the SCS 

From 1987 to 2021, China reportedly conducted 22 coercive actions against Malaysia (as a 
single target). Unlike Vietnam or the Philippines (and like Indonesia), Malaysia is mostly 
harassed in waters, with a few incidents involving vessels or islands (Figure 54 and Figure 55).    

Figure 54. The primary target of coercion, 1987-2021: Malaysia (%) 

 
Source: Author  

Figure 55. The primary target of coercion: Malaysia 

 
Source: Author  

 
Also unlike Vietnam or the Philippines, China adopted the threat of force to Malaysia in 
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1987 and 2021 (Figure 56).   

9.1

77.3

13.6

0.0

Island

Waters

Vessels

Government

0

1

2

3

4

5

1987 1992 1995 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021

Primary target of coercion: Malaysia

Island Waters Vessels Government



 

   106 

Figure 56. Use of force in coercion, 1987-2021: Malaysia  (%) 

 
Source: Author  

With waters as the primary target, Chinese MLE was used as the main coercer, followed by 
PLA. Interestingly, Chinese fishing vessels were not used against Malaysia as frequently as 
against the Philippines or Indonesia (Figure 57). Since 2019, more Chinese actors have been 
involved in coercive incidents than previously (Figure 58). 

Figure 57. Actor of coercion, 1987 – 2021: Malaysia (%) 

 
Source: Author  
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Figure 58. Actors of coercion: Malaysia 

 
Source: Author  

Malaysia’s responses to Chinese coercion  

Malaysia mostly adopts confrontation and, to a lesser extent, military (or simply no action) to 
cope with Chinese coercion (Figure 59). Notably, diplomacy or publicity seem not preferred 
policy tools of Kuala Lumpur with a lower frequency than the three previous responses, and 
Great power backing is the least preferred option. Even more surprising, Malaysia seemed quiet 
about Chinese coercion for almost three decades before responding to it with diplomacy and 
publicity in 2018 and afterward (Figure 60). This finding may be more uncommon than those of 
Vietnam, the Philippines and Indonesia, which will be explained by Malaysia’s strategy to deal 
with China below.  

Figure 59. Frequency  of policy responses: Malaysia (%) 

 
Source: Author  
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Figure 60. Policy responses: Malaysia 

 
Source: Author  

 

Malaysia’s strategy to cope with Chinese coercion 

In general, Malaysia has adopted a foreign policy of independence (or equidistance) and 
pragmatism to address great power rivalries and domestic politics, trying to maintain good 
relations with major and middle powers, including China (Noor & Qistina, 2017). Since the 
establishment of diplomatic ties in 1974, Malaysia has maintained good political relations with 
China, even during the tensions over Chinese support for local communism, the Chinese 
community in Malaysia, and the SCS disputes (Baginda, 2002). Such a “special relationship” 
may explain why China seemingly adopted a more tolerable approach to Malaysia (as well as the 
Philippines) in the SCS than Vietnam between the 1970s and 1990s. When Kuala Lumpur first 
claimed territorial and maritime rights in the Spratly Islands by publishing a map in 1979 and 
deployed troops on the Swallow Reef in 1983, it did not receive strong protest from Beijing 
(Baginda, 2002).  

Things have changed since the early 2010s, however, when China started raising its 
frequency of intrusion and coercion in Malaysia’s EEZ, particularly in Luconia Shoal and around 
James Shoal in 2012 (Noor, 2016; Bentley, 2018). Despite the intensification of economic ties 
with Beijing since 2018, maritime disputes, tensions over trade and investment, and the treatment 
of Uighur Muslims remain challenges to Malaysia-China relations (Abuza, 2020).  

As “a maritime nation with continental roots” connecting the Eurasia landmass and the 
Pacific Ocean, the SCS is vital to the territorial integrity, sovereign rights, development and 
identity of Malaysia (Lai & Kuik, 2020). However, the disputes in the Spratlys for Malaysia are 
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not the most important factor shaping its relationship with China; economic interests, history, 
diplomacy and cultural ties are prioritized instead (Hamzah, 2021). Moreover, the uncertainties 
of the US-China rivalry and China’s long-term goals are also put into strategic consideration. 
Therefore, Malaysia deploys a “light hedging”47 policy on Beijing’s coercion in the SCS, 
including not taking sides, quiet actions, limited defiance and open deference (or avoiding public 
confrontation) rather than a “heavy hedging” approach like Vietnam or Indonesia. Operationally, 
the “light hedging” policy includes quiet diplomacy, both bilateral and multilateral; legal 
measures (submissions of claims on the continental shelf to UN CLCS), and intensification of 
defense ties with China, the US and Australia (Lai & Kuik, 2020), apart from engaging in 
multilateral economic frameworks (e.g. TPP, China-ASEAN FTA, RCEP, BRI). Such a “light 
hedging” approach is driven by external uncertainties (why a nation hedges) but shaped by 
domestic factors (how and to what extent it hedges) (Noor & Qistina, 2017; Lai & Kuik, 2020). 
Even in rare cases that Malaysia publicly protests against Chine intrusion in the South Luconia 
Shoals, its other responses are not much different from previous actions, mostly diplomacy and 
surveillance at sea (Bentley, 2018). 

Another element of Malaysia’s hedging policy is its membership in the Five Power Defence 
Arrangements (FPDA) which also includes Singapore, Australia, New Zealand, and the United 
Kingdom. The members are pledged to consult each other if the peninsula Malaya (Singapore 
and Malaysia) is attacked by an external party. The operations of the group have evolved from 
integrated air defence to area defence to annual military exercises in the South China Sea (C. A. 
Thayer, 2007).  

   
In short, like Vietnam and the Philippines, Malaysia also deploys various instruments to 

counter Chinese coercion, including (mostly quiet) diplomacy, legal action, promotion of 
political and economic ties with Beijing, and engagement with external powers like the US or 
Australia. Unlike Vietnam or the Philippines, however, Malaysia emphasizes a low-profile 
hedging approach and hence adopts publicity or confrontation minimally with caution. The 
increasing trend of Chinese coercive behaviors since 2017 (see Figure 60) may question the 
effectiveness of Malaysian policy.  

  

 
47 “Light hedging” refers to "an insistence on not taking sides, an active effort to demonstrate both open deference 
and selective defiance toward the competing powers, and a continuous attempt to cultivate a fallback position to 
offset multiple risks stemming from power uncertainties”, which is distinct to “heavy hedging” characterized by 
“open defiance and selective deference approach” (Lai & Kuik, 2020). 
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Indonesia’s policies 
Overview of Indonesia – China relations  

Figure 61. Indonesia's exports to China vs. World, 1980-2020 

 
Source: Author with data from IMF Direction of Trade Statistics, available at  

https://data.imf.org/regular.aspx?key=61013712 

Figure 62. Indonesia's imports from China vs. World, 1980-2020 

 
Source: Author with data from IMF Direction of Trade Statistics, available at  

https://data.imf.org/regular.aspx?key=61013712 

Like its Southeast Asian peers, Indonesia’s trade with China, both exports and imports, has 
risen steadily since the early 2000s (Figure 61 and Figure 62). Chinese investment and 
construction in Indonesia also increased from 2005 before peaking in 2015 and fluctuated until 
2020 (see Chapter appendix, Figure 86).   
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Chinese coercion and Indonesia’s responses: an empirical analysis  

Chinese coercion against Indonesia in the SCS 

As China claims only overlapped waters with Indonesia, its coercion aims at only Indonesian 
EEZ around the Natuna islands (and within the nine-dash line). Beijing exerted the threat of 
force on Jakarta in 70% of the 13 coercive incidents, apart from very few cases of limited force 
and no case of brute force (Figure 63). Accordingly, China’s two most common coercing players 
in Indonesian waters are unsurprisingly MLE and fishing vessels between 1996 and 2021 (Figure 
64 and Figure 65).     

Figure 63. Use of force in coercion, 1996-2021: Indonesia (%) 

 
Source: Author  

Figure 64. Actor of coercion, 1996 – 2021: Indonesia (%) 

 
Source: Author  
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Figure 65. Actors of coercion: Indonesia 

 
Source: Author  

 

Indonesia’s responses to Chinese coercion  

Unlike its neighbour and peer-victim of Chinese coercion in the waters, Jakarta took a harder 
line on Beijing’s aggressive behaviours by confrontation in 80% of incidents together with 
military, diplomacy, or publicity – each present in 40% of cases (Figure 66). While confrontation 
and military appeared throughout most cases from 1996 to 2021, however, diplomacy and 
publicity have been used only since 2013 (Figure 67).    

Figure 66. Frequency  of policy responses: Indonesia(%) 

 
Source: Author  
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Figure 67. Policy responses: Indonesia 

 
Source: Author  

 
 

Indonesia’s strategy to cope with Chinese coercion 

Not much different from other SCS nations, Indonesia adopts a “pragmatic equidistance” 
policy towards great powers, particularly China and the US; it needs the US to counterbalance 
China as a potential threat, yet expands economic, educational and even defense ties with Beijing 
(Laksmana, 2017). In other words, Jakarta also deploys a hedging policy to protect itself from 
both potential threats from China and the US “hegemonic power” (Gindarsah, 2016). 

  Indonesia neither claims territorial sovereignty in the Spratly Islands nor recognizes any 
dispute or overlapping claim with China over its waters, although its EEZ around the Natuna 
Island overlaps with the Chinese nine-dash-line claim. Regarding the SCS disputes, Indonesia 
clarifies its stance on three points, as stated by former Foreign Minister Marty Natalegawa: 
“Firstly, there is no territorial dispute between Indonesia and China, especially about the 
Natunas...Second, we are not a claimant state in the South China Sea. Third, on the nine-dash 
line, it is true that we do not accept that” (Laksmana, 2017).  

Jakarta’s strategy on the SCS, including the conflict with the Chinese claim over the Natuna 
waters, has been relatively stable for the past three decades and based on four pillars: 
international law, diplomacy, military (deployment, exercise, patrol and confrontation) and 
economic development (of the Natuna Islands) (McRae, 2019). This strategy was manifested in 
the standoff between Indonesia and China over Indonesian oil exploration near the Natuna 
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exercise with the US in August. 48 In an unprecedented move, Beijing requested Jakarta to stop 
oil drilling in late 2021 because it was “taking place in Chinese territory” - an escalation from 
China's previous claims of only traditional fishing rights in Indonesia’s EEZ around the Natuna 
Islands, but Jakarta rejected the request. 49 

 
Following a more pragmatic approach, President Jokowi has shifted Indonesia’s posture on 

the SCS disputes from seeking a peaceful approach to regional conflicts to one focused only on 
its own interests in the Natuna Islands without angering China, which is driven by growing 
Chinese intrusion into the Natuna waters, his goal of luring Beijing into infrastructure investment 
and his disinterest in a collective effort (Connelly, 2016). He also proposes the strategy of Global 
Maritime Fulcrum, likely a response to China’s Maritime Silk Road, to turn Indonesia into a 
maritime power (Carlyle A Thayer, 2016). However, it seems that President’s Jokowi “soft 
hedging” together with domestic bureaucratic politics has failed to deter Chinese encroachment 
on the waters around the Natuna Islands (Syailendra, 2017). According to the Indonesian media 
in 2016, Indonesia’s most urgent security threat is Beijing’s claims to historical fishing rights in 
the Natuna waters (Meyer, Nurmandi, & Agustiyara, 2019).    

Despite its much smaller stakes than other SCS nations, limited only to part of the waters 
around the Natuna Islands, Indonesia’s policy to resist Chinese coercion may not have been 
better than its SCS peers, demonstrated by the increasing trend of Beijing’s encroachment on its 
waters since 2013 (see Figure 67. Policy responses: Indonesia).   

 
 

  

 
48 “U.S. and Indonesia Strengthen Partnership with Garuda Shield 2021 Military Exercise 
,” US Embassy in Indonesia, August 2, 2021, As of September 2, 2022: https://id.usembassy.gov/u-s-and-indonesia-
strengthen-partnership-with-garuda-shield-2021-military-exercise/  
49 Tom Allard, Kate Lamb and Agustinus Beo Da Costa, “EXCLUSIVE China protested Indonesian drilling, 
military exercises,” Reuters, December 1, 2021, As of September 2, 2022:  
“, https://www.reuters.com/world/asia-pacific/exclusive-china-protested-indonesian-drilling-military-exercises-
2021-12-01/  

https://id.usembassy.gov/u-s-and-indonesia-strengthen-partnership-with-garuda-shield-2021-military-exercise/
https://id.usembassy.gov/u-s-and-indonesia-strengthen-partnership-with-garuda-shield-2021-military-exercise/
https://www.reuters.com/world/asia-pacific/exclusive-china-protested-indonesian-drilling-military-exercises-2021-12-01/
https://www.reuters.com/world/asia-pacific/exclusive-china-protested-indonesian-drilling-military-exercises-2021-12-01/
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Compilation and comparison of SCS nations‘ responses to Chinese 
coercion 
From 1971 to 2021, SCS nations adopted various policy responses against Chinese coercion, 

without a clear or consistent pattern (Figure 68). Diplomacy is the only one that ran through five 
decades, while others, particularly confrontation and publicity, appeared in a bunch together 
much more since the late 1980s. Great power backing was mostly used in the 1980s and 
disappeared until the mid-2010s. Th military was adopted briefly in 1974 (the Paracel battle), 
between the early 1990s and early 2000s, and intermittently since 2010. Notably, the number of 
responses has surged since the late 2000s following the number of Chinese aggressions.    

Figure 68. Policy responses, 1970 – 2021: all SCS nations 

 
Source: Author  
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is hard to protect to confront Chinese Coast Guards to protect an SCS nation’s numerous fishing 
vessels in its vast EEZ. In that case, diplomacy and publicity were the most frequent option of 
SCS claimants for the protection of their fishing or other vessels.    

Regarding policies for each target, SCS nations preferred to defend islands or waters by 
confrontation and diplomacy, followed by great power backing, military and publicity (though 
no action still accounted for 30% of the incidents). When it came to vessels, however, diplomacy 
was the most frequent response, above publicity, confrontation, military, and great power 
backing.   

Figure 69. Frequency of policy instruments: Across TARGETS (%) 

 
Source: Author  
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o Multiple policy instruments: diplomacy, military, confrontation, publicity and 
great power backing 

• From 1971 to 2021, SCS nations adopted various policy responses against Chinese 
coercion. Diplomacy is the only one that ran through five decades, while others, 
particularly confrontation and publicity, appeared in a bunch together much more since 
the late 1980s. Great power backing was mostly used in the 1980s and disappeared until 
the mid-2010s. The military was adopted briefly in 1974 (the Paracel battle), between the 
early 1990s and early 2000s, and intermittently since 2010. Notably, the number of 
responses has surged since the late 2000s following the number of Chinese aggressions.    

• By comparative targets for each policy, SCS claimants tended to use military and great 
power backing against Chinese coercion for islands the most, followed by waters and 
then vessels. The confrontation was the most preferred response for waters, then islands 
and finally vessels. Diplomacy and publicity appeared most frequently to protect fishing 
or other vessels. 

• Regarding comparative policies for each target, SCS nations preferred to defend islands 
or waters by confrontation and diplomacy, followed by great power backing, military and 
publicity (though no action still accounted for 30% of the incidents). When it came to 
vessels, however, diplomacy was the most frequent response, above publicity, 
confrontation, military, and great power backing.   

Divergence in SCS nations’ strategies 

Stakes and effectiveness 

As a background reminder, Beijing adopts force the most to Vietnam (the only nation that was 
attacked militarily twice by China), followed by the Philippines, Indonesia and finally Malaysia. 
One of the primary reasons is that the SCS nations have different stakes in the SCS (territory and 
maritime rights disputed with China): Vietnam and the Philippines have higher stakes than 
Indonesia and Malaysia. Nevertheless, the Philippines is the most effective fighter against 
China’s coercion, followed by Indonesia, Vietnam, and Malaysia (see Figure 72).  

Policy instruments:  

Probably unlike existing SCS literature and the media, empirical data show that Indonesia 
and Malaysia (quietly though) are willing to confront China on the ground more than the 
Philippines and Vietnam. The same holds for military responses, interestingly (Figure 70). 
However, Malaysia comes last in using Publicity (quiet confrontation) while Indonesia is the 
loudest, followed by the Philippines and Vietnam (see Figure 73). Likewise, Malaysia pursues 
Diplomacy at a lower intensity than the other three claimants.  
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Vietnam and Malaysia take No Action (or simply do nothing) more than the Philippines and 
Indonesia, which may logically explain why the effectiveness of these two nations is lower (to be 
clarified in chapter 6).  

Unlike the other three claimants, the Philippines is the only nation that has a defense treaty 
alliance with the US (great power backing), which may explain why China refrains from 
deploying brute force to the Philippines, particularly its military vessels, compared to Vietnam. 
This is true even though the Philippines is the biggest hard-liner among the four SCS claimants 
(Figure 71). However, the defense alliance is not always useful for incidents under the threshold 
of armed conflicts, as shown empirically above. In many cases, the Philippines does not have the 
US as the great power backing that may deter Chinese coercion. Worse, Washington is even a 
failed mediator or player while Manila lost the Scarborough Shoal to Beijing (to be discussed in 
chapter 7).  

Additionally, the Philippines has been the first and the only nation that succeed in legal 
action against Chinese aggression in the SCS with the victory of the Arbitral Tribunal in 2016.  

Figure 70. Frequency of policy instruments: Across SCS NATIONS (%) 

 

Source: Author  
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Figure 71. Frequency of SCS nations' contextual factors: Across NATIONS (%) 

 
Source: Author  

 

Figure 72. Comparative stakes, use of force and effectiveness 

 
Source: Author 

0.0

50.0

100.0

Integration Hard Stance Cost-
imposing
Capability

Tension Political
closeness

Economic
closeness

International
support

International
Opposition

to CN

Frequency of SCS nations' contextual factors: Across NATIONS (%)

VIETNAM PHILIPPINES MALAYSIA INDONESIA



 

   120 

Figure 73. Comparative policy instruments of four nations in fighting Chinese SCS coercion 

 
Source: Author 
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Chapter appendix: Policies of SCS nations against China 

Figure 74. Chinese investment and construction in Southeast Asia 2005-2020 (USD million) 

 
Source: Author’s compilation from American Enterprise Institute and Heritage Foundation, China Global Investment 

Tracker, July 2021, https://www.aei.org/china-global-investment-tracker/. Note: Data include investment (FDI and 
portfolio) and construction transactions; no trade, loans, or bond purchases. Only transactions larger than USD 95 

million are included.  

Figure 75. China Debt Stock of ASEAN 7, USD million 

 
Source: Horn, Sebastian, Carmen M. Reinhart, and Christoph Trebesch. 2019. "China's Overseas Lending." NBER 
Working Paper No. 26050. Dataset available at https://sites.google.com/view/sebastianhorn/data. Note: Data 
include only debt from direct loans (excluding short-term trade debt, swap debt and portfolio debt) from Chinese 

state-owned creditors. 
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Figure 76.  ASEAN perception of Chinese political and strategic influence in 2020 - 2021 

2020 2021 

 
 

Source: Mun, T. S., Ha, H. T., Qian, A. S., Ong, G., & Thao, P. T. P. (2020). The State of Southeast Asia: 2020 
Survey Report; Seah, S., Hoang, T. H., Martinus, M., & Pham, T. P. T. (2021). The state of Southeast Asia: 2021 

survey report.  

Figure 77. ASEAN perception of China’s Re-emergence as a Major Power 

 
Source: Seah, S., Hoang, T. H., Martinus, M., & Pham, T. P. T. (2022). The state of Southeast Asia: 2022 survey 

report. Singapore: ISEAS – Yusof Ishak Institute. 

 

Figure 78. ASEAN confidence that China will "do the right thing" to contribute to global peace, 
security, prosperity, and governance (vs. the US) 
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Source: Seah, S., Hoang, T. H., Martinus, M., & Pham, T. P. T. (2021). The state of Southeast Asia: 2021 survey 

report.  

Figure 79. ASEAN concerns over the South China Sea (SCS) conflicts 

 
Source: Seah, S., Hoang, T. H., Martinus, M., & Pham, T. P. T. (2021). The state of Southeast Asia: 2021 survey 

report.  
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Figure 80. ASEAN's Preferred Response to the SCS conflicts 

 
Source: Seah, S., Hoang, T. H., Martinus, M., & Pham, T. P. T. (2021). The state of Southeast Asia: 2021 survey 

report.  

 

Figure 81. ASEAN response to US-China strategic rivalry in 2020 

 
Source: Mun, T. S., Ha, H. T., Qian, A. S., Ong, G., & Thao, P. T. P. (2020). The State of Southeast Asia: 2020 

Survey Report. 
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Figure 82. ASEAN’s opinion on the Quad and AUKUS   

 
Source: Seah, S., Hoang, T. H., Martinus, M., & Pham, T. P. T. (2022). The state of Southeast Asia: 2022 survey 

report. Singapore: ISEAS – Yusof Ishak Institute. 

Figure 83. Chinese investment and construction in Vietnam, 2005-2020 (USD million) 

 
Source: Author’s compilation from American Enterprise Institute and Heritage Foundation, China Global Investment 
Tracker, July 2021, https://www.aei.org/china-global-investment-tracker/. Note: Data include investment 
(FDI and portfolio) and construction transactions; no trade, loans, or bond purchases. Only transactions larger than 

USD 95 million are included.  
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Figure 84. Chinese investment and construction in Philippines, 2005-2020 (USD million) 

 
Source: Author’s compilation from American Enterprise Institute and Heritage Foundation, China Global Investment 
Tracker, July 2021, https://www.aei.org/china-global-investment-tracker/. Note: Data include investment 
(FDI and portfolio) and construction transactions; no trade, loans, or bond purchases. Only transactions larger than 

USD 95 million are included. Chinese coercion and the Philippines’ responses: an empirical analysis  

Figure 85. Chinese investment and construction in Malaysia, 2005-2020 (USD million) 

 
Source: Author’s compilation from American Enterprise Institute and Heritage Foundation, China Global Investment 
Tracker, July 2021, https://www.aei.org/china-global-investment-tracker/. Note: Data include investment (FDI and 
portfolio) and construction transactions; no trade, loans, or bond purchases. Only transactions larger than USD 95 

million are included.  
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Figure 86. Chinese investment and construction in Indonesia, 2005-2020 (USD million) 

 
Source: Author’s compilation from American Enterprise Institute and Heritage Foundation, China Global Investment 
Tracker, July 2021, https://www.aei.org/china-global-investment-tracker/. Note: Data include investment (FDI and 
portfolio) and construction transactions; no trade, loans, or bond purchases. Only transactions larger than USD 95 

million are included.  

Figure 87. Frequency of SCS nations' contextual factors: Across TARGETS (%) 

 
Source: Author  
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Chapter 6. Critical Factors of Weaker Nations’ Policies against 
Chinese Coercion in SCS 

Chapter 4 and 5 aims at addressing the first research question about the policies of SCS 
claimants to cope with Chinese coercion. This chapter answers the second research question 
(factors associated with the anti-coercion policy effectiveness. First, it evaluates the effectiveness 
of anti-coercion policies by the evaluation method provided in Chapter 3 (Data analysis - Figure 
6. Evaluation framework).  Second, it analyzes the association between important factors and the 
policy effectiveness by bivariate relationship, multivariate relationship with QCA method, and 
quantitative analysis with binary logistic regression. The findings are presented and discussed 
below.  

Evaluate the effectiveness of anti-coercion policies  
As discussed in chapter 3, the effectiveness of an anti-coercion policy is evaluated based on 

three criteria: loss (of humans, assets or other tangible costs), dispute position, and impact of 
policy on macro (national) context. By the coding with criteria in chapter 3 (Data analysis, 
question 2) to 329 cases, it is found that 78.7% of 329 incidents incurred no loss, while about 
17.6% with low loss and only 3.6% of them with medium to high loss (Figure 88). However, 
more than half of the cases worsened the dispute position of SCS claimants (e.g. no or soft 
response to the Chinese Coast Guard’s patrol in one nation’s EEZ). 86.9% of incidents do not 
alter the macro environment. The loss and macro impact indicate that SCS nations tried to 
prevent the incidents from turning into a crisis (with huge loss) or affecting the national political 
and economic climate. Additionally, Beijing may want to keep its coercive behaviors under a 
certain threshold that may have adverse impacts on the whole region. In any case, it has 
incrementally succeeded by achieving a better dispute position against other SCS claimants.  

Findings from the dataset: 
Total cases: N = 329 
Effective (counter-coercion) cases: 141 
Not effective cases: 188 
Overall success rate = 141/329 = 42.9% 
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Figure 88. Three determinants of effectiveness (loss, dispute position, macro impact): all SCS 
nations  

   
Source: Author  

the effectiveness of a counter-coercion policy is determined by the loss, dispute position, and 
the impact of the incident (as well as the policy responses) on the macro (domestic and foreign) 
political and economic environment 

Effectiveness of counter-coercion policy 

Figure 89. The trend of effectiveness: ALL SCS NATIONS  

 
Source: Author  
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strategy of “peaceful rise”, “setting disputes aside” and low-profile coercion in the SCS to 
prioritize economic development over territorial disputes. As a result, the effectiveness raised 
significantly between the 1990s to the mid-2000s but has declined sharply since the mid-2000s to 
date.   

Effectiveness by targeted state 

Figure 90 shows that the Philippines achieved the highest counter-coercion policy 
effectiveness as a single state target, followed by Indonesia, Vietnam and Malaysia. However, 
when we included coercive behaviors to multi-state targets, the Philippines still topped the list, 
but Vietnam came second, followed by Indonesia and then Malaysia (Figure 91). The reason is 
that Vietnam, as the major opponent of Chinese coercion, was targeted more than Indonesia and 
may have had better responses to coercion in the multi-state targets.    

Figure 90. Effective policy, single state target (%) 

 
Source: Author  

Figure 91. Effective policy, extended state target (%) 

 
Source: Author 
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Critical factors associated with the policy effectiveness  
Initial factors 

The overall frequency of factors 

Figure 92. Frequency of factors: all SCS nations 

 
Source: Author.  

Note: Policy instruments may be adopted simultaneously, except for No Action (percentages do not sum up to 100). 
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Among the policy instruments (Figure 92), diplomacy was the most frequently adopted, 
followed by confrontation, publicity, great power backing, and military. Notably, no action still 
accounted for 30% of all incidents. The least used group included negotiation, foreign business 
and law. Hard stance appeared in more than half the cases. Interestingly, international support 
and integration (to the world economy) were present in approximately 80% of the incidents.   
 

All SCS nations: Success rate and frequency of factors  

Figure 93. Success rate and frequency - single factor: ALL SCS NATIONS    

 

Source: Author  

Note: Success rate is the ratio between successful (effective) cases with the presence of factors and all cases with 
the presence of factors. It indicates the effectiveness of a factor. Frequency is the ratio between the cases (both 
effective and ineffective) with the presence of factors and total cases. It tells how often the factor is present. 

 
The success rate is the ratio between the present times with an effective case and the total 

present times of a factor. In other words, it tells us the possibility of success when a factor is 
present. While the success rate shows how successful a factor is, the frequency indicates its 
frequency or how often it appears. Both indicators have policy implications. For instance, if a 
factor has a high success rate yet extremely low coverage (e.g. law) it may not be influential and 
hence not a prioritized policy option. A factor should be considered if it has both a sufficiently 
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high success rate and high frequency. From the empirical findings, thresholds of 50% for success 
rate and 5% for frequency were chosen for sufficient information and policy implications (Figure 
93).  

Figure 94. Success rate and ineffective/absent rate - selected single factors: ALL SCS NATIONS  

 
Source: Author  

The ineffective/absent rate is the opposite of the success rate. If the latter indicates how 
successful a factor is, the former tells us how ineffective (or unsuccessful) the case is if a factor is 
absent. If a case is successful when a factor is present yet unsuccessful when it is absent, that 
factor is correlative with the success of the case. Therefore, both the success rate and the 
ineffective/absent rate are used to select the factors that may contribute to the successful 
(effective) cases (the higher, the better for both rates).   

Figure 94 indicates that Hard Stance, Publicity, Confrontation, Diplomacy, Military, and 
International Opposition to China are important policy factors to counter coercion.   
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Figure 95. Success rate and ineffective/absent rate - double factor: ALL SCS NATIONS 

 

Source: Author  
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significantly improve the success rate of Great Power and even decreases that of the 
Military when they come together.  

• Unsurprisingly, the aggressive Chinese leadership was present in 70% of the coercive 
cases, while Chinese friendly policy towards Southeast Asia appears in only 18% of the 
cases. Interestingly,  the success rate with Chinese friendly policy (33.3%) is not much 
higher than that with Chinese aggressive leadership (30.1%). One explanation is that 
even when China is friendly towards Southeast Asia, its behaviors in the SCS are still 
very coercive.   

 
 

The comparative success rate of four nations  

Figure 96. Success rate: Across NATIONS  

 
Source: Author  

Findings (from Figure 96) 

• The effective anti-coercion policy (the first factor in the chart) is the overall success rate 
of each nation.  
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• The Philippines outperforms Vietnam in most factors, notably No Force, Display of 
Force, Brute Force, Island, Waters, Vessels, Government, Military, Great Power 
Backing (unsurprisingly with US alliance) and Law.  

• Vietnam is more successful than the Philippines in Limited Force, Hard Stance, 
Confrontation, Negotiation, Diplomacy and Publicity.    

• Malaysia is the most successful nation in Vessel targets and fighting Chinese fishing 
vessels, likely because Malaysian fishermen are seldom a target and its frequency of 
being coerced is smaller than other nations.   

 

Figure 97. Comparative success rate across nations with(out) No Action 

 
Source: Author  

 
The success rate of each nation (and all) improves significantly with at least one policy 

response, particularly for Vietnam (Figure 97). It means nations should try at least one attempt of 
response (e.g. diplomacy) to be more successful in counter coercion rather than do nothing.   
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Vietnam – Trend of coercion, success rate and frequency of factors 

Figure 98. The trend of effectiveness: VIETNAM 

 
Source: Author  

In general, Vietnam responded to Chinese coercion better between 1982 and 2006 than 
before or after that period (Figure 98). The main reason was that Vietnam was in the political and 
economic crisis in the 1970s and China deployed an aggressive strategy of coercion since the 
mid-2000s. Additionally, China pursued a “peaceful rise” from the 1990s to the early 2000s.   

Figure 99. Success rate and frequency – single factor: VIETNAM     

 

Source: Author  
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Figure 100. Success rate and ineffective/absent rate – selected single factors: VIETNAM 

 

Source: Author  

Figure 99, Figure 100, and Figure 101 show that publicity, diplomacy, hard stance and 
confrontation are the most successful single factors of Vietnam in response to Chinese 
aggression. However, the most successful double factors are great power backing & 
confrontation, International opposition to China & confrontation (or hard stance), hard stance & 
diplomacy & publicity, and hard stance & publicity ( or diplomacy).    
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Figure 101. Success rate and absence rate - selected double factors: VIETNAM  

 
Source: Author  

 
Likewise, the trend, success rate, and frequency of factors for the Philippines, Malaysia, 

Indonesia and targets (islands, waters, vessels) are provided in Appendix 6.  
 

Bivariate relationship of single and double robust factors  

Hard Stance is the most robust single factor associated with the effective counter-coercion 
policy, followed by Publicity, Confrontation and Diplomacy (Table 13).  
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Absence of Publicity 86 163 

Presence of Confrontation 72 29 

Absence of Confrontation 67 151 

Presence of Diplomacy 87 37 

Absence of Diplomacy 52 143 

 
 
With double factors (Table 14), the bivariate correlation has improved significantly (yet with 

less effective cases).  

Table 14. Relations between double factor presence/absence and effectiveness  

Number of cases with Effective Not effective 

Presence of Hard Stance & Publicity 47 4 

Absence of Hard Stance & Publicity 92 176 

Presence of Hard Stance & Diplomacy 80 12 

Absence of Hard Stance & Diplomacy 59 168 

Presence of Hard Stance & Confrontation 66 10 

Absence of Hard Stance & Confrontation 73 170 

Presence of Diplomacy & Publicity 44 11 

Absence of Diplomacy & Publicity 95 169 

 
 
These findings suggest that to counter Chinese coercion effectively, states need more than 

one instrument subject to other variables. Among them, Hard Stance, Publicity, Diplomacy and 
Confrontation should be given priority. These findings are consistent with the QCA analysis 
below.  

 

Multivariate relationship of combined factors with qualitative comparative analysis 
(QCA)  
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Findings from QCA analysis by fsqca software50  

Policy instruments and effective counter-coercion  

The Truth Table below (Table 15) compile all the combinations of 9 policy instruments and 
one domestic factor (Hard Stance)  - or 10 policy factors -  that make Effective or Not Effective 
counter-coercion with the existence of at least one case. As recommended by the fsqca software, 
A configuration is coded as effective (in blue) if it has the number of effective cases/total cases 
>=0.8.   

Table 15. Truth Table for Policy factors  
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Note   

1 1 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 6 1 6 0 # good effective cases 123 
2 1 1 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 6 1 6 0 % good effective cases 87.9 
3 1 1 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 5 1 5 0 # good ineffective cases 140 
4 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 1 4 0 % good ineffective cases 74.1 

5 1 1 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 4 1 4 0 
Case reduction (%) = amount of 
configuration / number of cases 

18.2 

6 1 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 1 2 0   

7 1 0 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 2 1 2 0   

8 1 1 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 2 1 2 0   

9 1 1 0 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 2 1 2 0   

10 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 2 1 2 0   

11 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 0   

12 1 0 1 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 0   

13 1 0 1 1 1 0 1 0 0 0 1 1 1 0   

14 1 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 0   

15 1 1 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 0   

16 0 1 1 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 0     
17 1 1 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 0   

18 0 1 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 0   

19 1 1 1 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 0   

20 1 1 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 1 1 1 0   

21 1 1 1 1 1 0 1 0 0 0 1 1 1 0   

 
50 Ragin, Charles C. and Sean Davey. 2016. Fuzzy-Set/Qualitative Comparative Analysis 3.0. Irvine, California: 
Department of Sociology, University of California, available at  
http://www.socsci.uci.edu/~cragin/fsQCA/software.shtml  

http://www.socsci.uci.edu/~cragin/fsQCA/software.shtml
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24 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 1 1 0   

25 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 1 1 0   

26 1 1 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 0 1 1 1 0   

27 1 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 16 1 15 1   

28 1 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 18 1 16 2   

29 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 31 1 26 5   

30 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 18 1 15 3   

31 1 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 6 0 4 2   

32 

1 0 1 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 3 0 2 1 

Case 317: Malaysian Kasawari gas field 
standoff (2021), ineffective, despite 
Hard Stance, Confrontation, 
Diplomacy, Military 

 

33 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 6 0 3 3   

34 

1 1 1 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 4 0 2 2 

Case 4 (Paracels battle) and 316, 
(Luconia Shal airspace 2021, linked to 
case 317), are ineffective. 
 However, 2 other cases with the same 
configuration (88 – Philippines’ 
Kota/Loaita Rock in 1996, 153 – 2nd 
Vietnamese cable cutting incident in 
2011 ) are effective 

 

35 0 1 1 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 2   

36 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 5 0 1 4   

37 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 6 0 1 5   

38 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 14 0 2 12 
 Only Diplomacy works in 2 yet fails in 
12 cases 

 

39 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 9 0 1 8 
 Only Confrontation works in 1 yet fails 
in 8 cases 

 

40 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 17 0 0 17   

41 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 86 0 0 86 
 No action without Hard Stance always 
fails (86 cases) 

 

42 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 11 0 0 11 
 No action with Hard Stance always 
fails (11 cases) 

 

43 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 7 0 0 7 
Only Great Power Backing always fails 
(7 cases).  

 

44 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 0 0 3 Only Publicity always fails (3 cases)  

45 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1   

46 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1   

47 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1   
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Note   

48 0 0 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1   

49 

0 0 1 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 

Case 318 Natuna island (2021) is 
ineffective, despite Confrontation, 
Great Power Backing, Diplomacy, and 
Military  

 

50 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 1   

51 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 1   

52 

1 0 1 0 1 1 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 

Case 47 – Spratlys battle, 1988, 
ineffective, despite  Hard Stance, 
Confrontation, Diplomacy, Military, 
and Negotiation.   

 

53 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1   

54 0 1 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1   

55 

1 1 1 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 

Case 307: CCG vessel in Luconia Shoal, 
ineffective, despite Hard Stance, 
Publicity, Confrontation, Great Power 
Backing, and Military. This is similar to 
cases 316 and 317.   

 

56 0 1 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1   

57 0 1 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1   

58 

0 1 0 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 

Case 155: Assault on  Vietnamese 
fishermen, ineffective, despite 
Publicity, Great Power Backing, 
Diplomacy, and Military  

 

59 

0 1 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 

Case 315 (2021): 300 Chinese Militia 
Ships in Philippine EEZ, ineffective, 
despite Publicity, Confrontation, Great 
Power Backing, and Diplomacy 

 

60 

0 1 1 0 1 1 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 

Case 161: Scarborough Shoal, 
ineffective, despite Publicity, 
Confrontation, Diplomacy, Military, 
and Negotiation 

 

P  36 28 30 23 32 24 7 4 3 2 329 30 140 189   

P1 28 16 17 13 16 11 3 3 3 0   
    

P0 8 12 13 10 16 13 4 1 0 2   
    

S% 77.8 57.14 56.67 56.52 50 45.83 42.86 75 100 0             
F% 60 46.67 50 38.33 53.33 40 11.67 6.667 5 3.333             
A 24 32 30 37 28 36 53 56 57 58   

    

A1 2 14 13 17 14 19 27 27 27 30   
    

A0 22 18 17 20 14 17 26 29 30 28   
    

A%  91.7 56.25 56.67 54.05 50 47.22 49.06 51.79 52.63 48.28   
    

P: Number of times present in all configurations 
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P1: Number of times present in effective configurations 
P0: Number of times present in NOT effective configurations 
S%: Success rate (presence in effective configurations/presence in all configurations) (%) 
F: Frequency  - number of times present in all configurations/ nunber of all configurations 
A: Number of times absent in all configurations 
A1: Number of times absent in effective configurations 
A0: Number of times absent in NOT effective configurations 
A%: Ineffective/absent rate: absence in NOT effective configurations/absence in all configurations (higher, better) 

 
 
FINDINGS:  
• No Action always fails. It accounts for more than half (97/189) of the ineffective cases.   
• Hard Stance, Publicity, Confrontation and Diplomacy are the most common factors in 

effective combinations. They also have a high success rate. Great Power Backing also has 
a success rate higher than 50% yet does not appear as frequently as those four factors. 
Military, however, succeeds less than half of the time it is deployed.  

• However, each does not work as well alone. For instance, Hard Stance has an overall 
success rate of 77% but fails if it appears alone with No action (i.e. just a nominal hard 
policy on territorial disputes with no specific responses in a particular case) in 11 cases of 
configuration 42. Likewise, Great Power Backing does not work alone in all 7 cases 
(configuration 43). Publicity solely fails in all 3 cases (configuration 44). Confrontation 
alone fails in all 9 but 1 case (configuration 39). 

• 9 policy instruments (responses) cannot explain all effective cases. On the contrary, many 
cases with combinations of three or more policy instruments still fail, suggesting that they 
are not sufficient to succeed, and more complex causation took place in these cases.  

• Notably, the same combination of several policy instruments works for some cases but 
does not for others. It suggests that policy instruments are not sufficient to explain 
effective cases. Therefore, we need to examine the combinations between policy 
instruments and other contextual factors to better explain effective counter-coercion, as 
presented in the next sections. 

• Several cases that deploy many of the most successful factors (Hard Stance, Publicity, 
Diplomacy, Confrontation) were still ineffective (see the case number in the Note 
column). They will be examined in the within-case study of Chapter 7.  
 

 

Subset/Superset Analysis for policy instruments 

In addition to Truth Table Analysis, the Subset/Superset Analysis in fsqca software provides 
various sets/subsets of 10 policy factors that are present in the effective policy. The table below 
(Table 16) shows the top 16 combinations of subsets with the highest combined scores (of both 
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consistency and coverage/frequency).  The findings above were confirmed. Again, Hard Stance, 
Diplomacy, Publicity, Confrontation, and Great Power are among the most common effective 
combinations.   
 

Table 16. Subset/Superset for policy instruments 

terms consistency coverage combined 
HardStance 0.738636 0.921986 0.756063 
HardStance*Diplomacy 0.870968 0.574468 0.730928 
HardStance*Confrontation 0.87013 0.475177 0.664767 
Diplomacy 0.704 0.624114 0.569683 
HardStance*Publicity 0.903846 0.333333 0.565685 
Confrontation 0.712871 0.510638 0.525114 
HardStance*Diplomacy*Publicity 0.928571 0.276596 0.517975 
Publicity 0.746479 0.375887 0.494294 
Diplomacy*Publicity 0.785714 0.312057 0.486994 
HardStance*Military 0.815789 0.219858 0.427179 
HardStance*Confrontation*Diplomacy 0.862069 0.177305 0.401681 
HardStance*Greatpowerbacking*Diplomacy 0.913043 0.148936 0.38009 
HardStance*Military*Confrontation 0.78125 0.177305 0.364662 
HardStance*Confrontation*Publicity 0.869565 0.141844 0.361243 
Confrontation*Diplomacy 0.75 0.191489 0.355504 
Confrontation*Publicity 0.766667 0.163121 0.340317 

 

Policy instrument combined with other factors  

The Truth Table Analysis of 9 policy instruments indicates that the instruments alone cannot 
assure effective counter-coercion. When combined with, or influenced by, other contextual 
factors, the outcome may be different.  

In chapters 2 and 3, the factors (or variables) that may affect the outcome have been 
compiled and classified into three groups: coercive behaviors, context (domestic, Chinese and 
international) and policy instruments (see Table 4. Relevant theories and applied variables and 
Table 5. Elements for evaluation framework). This classification draws from the literature review 
and clarifies the process, outcome and policy evaluation.  

In this section, to support the decision-making of the policymakers in SCS nations, the 
variables will be re-arranged into three groups as follows. 

First, the coercive factors controlled by China: target of coercion (island, water, vessel, 
government), use of force (no force, display/threat of force, limited force, brute force), coercive 
actors (Chinese government PLA, Chinese Maritime Law Enforcement vessel, Chinese fishing 
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vessel), Chinese context (Chinese friendly policy towards Southeast Asia, Chinese strategic 
value of the target, Chinese aggressive leadership, Chinese domestic instability). 

Second, the contextual factors under the control of nobody but affected by many players 
(including China, the SCS nations, the remaining Southeasts Asian nations, the US, and the 
world): the economic and political integration of the SCS nation into the world,  the SCS 
nation’s political closeness with China, the SCS nation’s economic closeness with China, the 
international support for SCS nation, international opposition to China.  

Third, the policy factors controlled by the SCS nation: domestic context (hard stance on 
territorial disputes, cost-imposing capability, domestic tension) and policy instruments (military, 
confrontation, diplomacy, publicity, great power backing51, foreign business, law, no action).  

The SCS nation’s policymakers face a set of circumstances determined by the coercion 
factors and the context, within which they have to select the policy instruments to achieve an 
effective outcome. The QCA approach helps us to select the policy instruments conditioned by 
coercion and context.  

To find the best policy instruments by QCA, different combinations between the policy 
instruments and the coercive and contextual factors were analyzed. As the fsqca software can 
handle as many as 11 factors, various combinations have been tried and the most important and 
relevant ones were selected (based on the success rate of factors in the descriptive analysis) as 
follows: 

• 5 policy instruments (Military, Confrontation, Great Power, Diplomacy, Publicity) 
and other factors No Action and Foreign Business are excluded because they produce 
ineffective outcomes in all cases with their presence. Law is also excluded because it 
appears in only three cases. Negotiation is not included as it has both a low success 
rate and low coverage.  

• 3 most effective policy instruments (Confrontation, Diplomacy, Publicity) - with a 
higher success rate than Military and Great Power  - and other factors (domestic, 
foreign environment, Chinese context).  

• 2 policy instruments (Confrontation and Diplomacy) and other factors.  

As recommended by fsqca, only combinations that have more than 80% effective 
membership (successful cases against coercion) are labeled as effective (consistency cutoff = 
0.8).  

I have tried various combinations to find the best ones that can distinguish as many effective 
cases and ineffective cases as possible. Below are the top combinations (in the order of declining 
percentage of good effective cases – with no ineffective cases). The configurations of each 

 
51 In general, Great Power backing should be placed in the contextual group. However, in reality, the Philippines has 
a treaty alliance with the US. Vietnam also had quasi-alliance with USSR in the 1970s and 1980s. Literature shows 
that those alliances are an important deterrence to China. Therefore, these countries can leverage that alliance as a 
policy instrument. Likewise, to a certain extent, other SCS nations like Indonesia and Malaysia can also involve the 
US to support their counter-coercion, particularly with the US pivotal policy to Asia since 2010.   
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combination are sorted in the order of present factors from left to right (i.e. island = 1, waters = 
1, vessels = 1…). The policy implication is that if coercive behaviors are aimed at islands, 
waters, vessels, etc., the coerced nation should respond with a hard stance, confrontation, 
diplomacy, etc.   

ALL NATIONS: 5 policy instruments – 3 targets – 3 actors – 2 Chinese factors – 1 domestic factor :  

Note: this combination explains the largest number of effective cases.  
(See Appendix 6, Table 24 and Table 25 for the Truth table of single and double factors) 
 
Findings 

• In this combination of factors, 195 unique rows (configurations) summarize 329 cases with a 
case reduction of 59.3%. Only 7 rows have both effective and ineffective cases.   

• There is no clear generalized pattern or rule of success. Each configuration of contextual 
factors should be responded to by a particular combination of policy instruments. For 
instance, in Configuration no. 1, if the coercive behaviors aim at islands (with Chinese 
strategic value and aggressive leadership) and are conducted by PLA, Chinese MLE forces, 
and Chinese fishing vessels, Hard Stance, Publicity, Diplomacy, and Great Power Backing 
will likely make an effective response.     

• Confirming the initial and bivariate analysis, Hard Stance, Confrontation, Diplomacy, and 
Publicity (as well as their combinations) are present in most successful cases. Military and 
Great Power Backing are less successful than those four policy factors.  

• The double/triple policy instruments have a higher success rate than the single one (yet with 
fewer cases/frequency).   

• The most successful configurations of policy instruments (by success rates) include Hard 
Stance,  Publicity (single factor), Hard Stance & Diplomacy & Publicity, Hard Stance & 
Publicity, Hard Stance & Confrontation and Publicity,  Hard Stance & Confrontation & 
Diplomacy, Hard Stance and  Diplomacy, Hard Stance & Confrontation, Publicity & Great 
Power Backing,  Diplomacy & Publicity, Confrontation & Publicity, and Hard Stance & 
Military (double factor). 

• Overall, configurations of two or more policy factors among Hard Stance, Confrontation, 
Diplomacy, and Publicity are more effective than those with one or none.  

• However, there are exceptions (with at least three out of those four policy factors being 
present but the case is still ineffective). They are configurations no. 97 (case 161), 101 (case 
4), 120 (case 47), 135 (case 317),  144 (case 316), 149 (case 264), and 159 (case 315). These 
cases will be examined in the within-case analysis of Chapter 7.  
   
Although the abovementioned truth table for all nations may provide an overall experience 

for countering Chinese coercion in SCS, it may not be very helpful for policymakers in a 
particular nation and context. The following section will, therefore, focus on the truth tables with 
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factors more applicable to policymakers, particularly nations (Vietnam, Philippines52), and 
targets (islands, waters, vessels). Like all nations, the best combination (which can explain the 
most effective cases) for them is selected here.  

VIETNAM: 5 policy instruments –3 targets – 3 actors – 2 Chinese factors - 1 domestic factor 

 
(See Appendix 6, Table 26 and Table 27 for the Truth table of single and double factors) 

 
Findings 

• 70 unique rows (configurations) summarize 135 cases for Vietnam with a case reduction of 
51.9%. Only 3 rows have both effective and ineffective cases.   

• Like all nations, there still appears no interpretable or generalized pattern of effective 
configurations for Vietnam.  

• Like all nations, Hard Stance, Publicity, Confrontation and Diplomacy are the best single 
policy factors for Vietnam.  

• Notably, International Opposition to China is more successful for Vietnam than all nations, 
despite a low frequency. Although International Opposition to China depends on other 
countries, Vietnam can arguably impact that variable through its relations with other 
nations and international institutions, especially the powerful ones.   

• The combinations among those single factors have a higher success rate (yet with fewer 
cases). Especially, the combination between International Opposition to China and Hard 
Stance or Confrontation reach a 100% success rate. Vietnam should leverage this result.  

• These results are consistent with the initial descriptive analysis of the factors above.   

PHILIPPINES: 5 policy instruments– 2 forces - 3 targets – 3 actors – 1 domestic factor 

(See Appendix 6, Table 28 and Table 29 for the Truth table of single and double factors) 
 
Findings 
• 71 unique rows (configurations) summarize 97 cases for the Philippines with a case 

reduction of 73.2%. Only 2 rows have both effective and ineffective cases.   
• Even with an almost complete distinction between effective and not effective cases, 

there still appears no clear interpretable or generalized pattern of effective configurations 
for a single factor.  

• However, the double policy factors of the Philippines seem to form a certain pattern. 
Hard Stance & Military, Hard Stance & Confrontation & Military, Hard Stance & 
Confrontation & Publicity,  Hard Stance & Confrontation & Diplomacy, Hard Stance & 

 
52 As the two key challengers to Chinese coercive behaviors in the SCS. Malaysia and Indonesia have fewer cases 
with lower success rates than Vietnam and the Philippines.  
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Military & Publicity, Hard Stance & Military & Diplomacy reach 100% success rate 
(though the last two have lower frequency). The pairs between Hard Stance and 
Confrontation, Diplomacy and Publicity are also effective in more than 90% of the 
configurations. Notably, their ineffective/absent rates are not high i.e. they are not the 
only source of effectiveness. Other configurations still succeed, despite a lower success 
rate.   

• For the Philippines, the Military is an effective response (unlike Vietnam or other SCS 
nations), which is interesting given the relative military capability of this nation to 
Vietnam. Other effective single policy factors are Hard Stance, Publicity, Confrontation 
and Diplomacy. The success rates of these factors are also higher than for Vietnam 
(except for Diplomacy).  

• Interestingly, Diplomacy is the least successful response among the top single ones.   
• Surprisingly, Great Power is not a very successful policy instrument (only 66.7% 

successful rate, lower than Hard Stance, Confrontation and Military) for the nation, 
despite its security alliance with the US. This may be a policy implication for Vietnam in 
considering building military or security alliances with other nations, if any.  

 

MALAYSIA: 5 policy instruments – 2 forces – 3 targets – 3 actors –1 domestic factor 

(See Appendix 6, Table 30 and Table 31 for the Truth table of single and double factors) 
 

Findings 
• 17 unique rows (configurations) summarize 21 cases for Malaysia with a case reduction 

of 81%. No rows have both effective and ineffective cases.   
• Even with a complete distinction between effective and not effective cases, there still 

appears no interpretable or generalized pattern of effective configurations.  
• For Malaysia with an overall success rate of only 28.6%, the policy factors are not very 

successful and are much less than for Vietnam or the Philippines. Hard Stance, Great 
Power Backing and Diplomacy seem better than others.  

• Particularly, Publicity only works for 50% of the configurations. It is likely due to the 
Malaysian foreign policy that tends to keep the disputes with China low profile.  

• Notably, Confrontation and the Military do not work well.  
• Even the double factors are not very successful with success rates under 66.7%. The top 

double policy factors include Hard Stance & Great Power Backing, Hard Stance & 
Confrontation & Diplomacy, Hard Stance & Diplomacy, and Great Power Backing & 
Diplomacy.   
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INDONESIA: 5 policy instruments – 3 forces – 1 target – 3 actors –2 domestic factors 

For Indonesia, Chinese coercion aims at only one target: water. 

(See Appendix 6, Table 32 and Table 33 for the Truth table of single and double factors) 
 

Findings 
• For Indonesia, there is no case reduction likely due to the low total cases (only 13 cases). 

No rows have both effective and ineffective cases.   
• Like Malaysia, this combination can distinguish completely the effective and not 

effective cases.  
• There is likely one interpretable pattern of effective configurations for a single factor: 

Hard Stance appears in all successful cases.  
• Like the Philippines, the combination of Hard Stance and Confrontation, Publicity, 

Diplomacy, and Military as well as their triple factors reach a 100% success rate. Yet, 
given the low total cases, they may not indicate a strong pattern. Moreover, they are not 
the only source of success as their ineffective/absent rates are not too high.  

• Apart from Hard Stance, Publicity and Diplomacy have a pretty high success rate, while 
Confrontation is less successful and the Military does not work.  

 

 

ISLAND target: 5 policy instruments – 3 forces – 3 actors –2 Chinese factors - 1 domestic factor 

(See Appendix 6, Table 34 and Table 35 for the Truth table of single and double factors) 
 

Findings 
• 88 unique rows (configurations) summarize 121 cases with a case reduction of 81%. 

Only two rows have both effective and ineffective cases.   
• For  island targets, the best single policy factors are Publicity, Confrontation, 

Diplomacy, Military and Hard Stance. Great Power alone is not successful.   
• However, the double factors with Great Power Backing are surprisingly successful 

(despite low frequency in two configurations). The more interpretable pattern with a 
success rate of 100%  is Great Power Backing in combination with Publicity, Military, 
Diplomacy & Publicity, or Confrontation & Publicity.   Confrontation and  & Military, 
Diplomacy & Publicity, or Confrontation & Publicity. Apparently, the island cases with 
the Philippines backed by the US are more successful than those with Vietnam. 

• The less (but still very) successful configurations are between Hard Stance and Military, 
Publicity, Confrontation, Diplomacy or three of them, or Great Power and 
Confrontation. 
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WATER target: 3 policy instruments – 3 forces – 3 targets -3 actors – 2 Chinese factors – 1 domestic 
factor 

(See Appendix 6, Table 36 and Table 37 for the Truth table of single and double factors) 
 
Findings 
• 75 unique rows (configurations) summarize 104 cases with a case reduction of 71.2%. 

Only two rows have both effective and ineffective cases.   
• Surprisingly, the policy instruments (except Hard Stance) are less successful to counter 

coercive actions for water targets than for islands, particularly with Publicity and 
Confrontation. Notably, both Military and Great Power Backing are not successful.    

• In general, the double factors are much less successful than with island targets, with 
none reaching 100%, although several pairs between Hard Stance and others still have 
high success rates such as with Diplomacy, Publicity, and Confrontation.  

 

VESSEL target: 5 policy instruments – 2 forces – 3 targets – 3 actors – 1 Chinese factor - 1 domestic 
factor  

(See Appendix 6, Table 38 and Table 39 for the Truth table of single and double factors) 
 

Findings 
• 57 unique rows (configurations) summarize 87 cases with a case reduction of 65.5%. 

Only two rows have both effective and ineffective cases.   
• For vessel targets (including government, fishing and commercial ones), the policy 

instruments are more successful than for waters (except for Hard Stance and 
Diplomacy), which is understandable as vessels have lower strategic value for China 
than the other two.  

• The top single effective policy factors are Hard Stance, Confrontation and Publicity.  
• Many double factors achieve a 100% success rate, such as Hard Stance & Publicity, 

Confrontation & Diplomacy, Hard Stance & Military (less frequency), Hard Stance & 
Confrontation & Publicity, Hard Stance & Confrontation & Diplomacy, or 
Confrontation & Diplomacy & Publicity.  
 

SUMMARY OF FINDINGS FROM QCA 

From the Truth Tables of nations (all and each nation), and targets (islands, waters, vessels): 

• There is no clear generalized pattern of success for all the datasets/subsets of nations and 
targets. With double factors, for instance, Hard Stance and Publicity, the success rates may 
reach 100% yet with a lower frequency (or only for a small subset with the presence of those 
double factors).   



 

   152 

• Each configuration of contextual factors should be responded to by a particular combination 
of policy instruments. For instance, if the coercive behaviors aim at islands and waters and 
vessels (with Chinese strategic values and aggressive leadership) and are conducted by PLA, 
Chinese MLE forces and Chinese fishing vessels, Hard Stance, Diplomacy and Confrontation 
will likely make an effective response.     

• By success rate, we can evaluate how successfully a factor, particularly a single policy 
instrument (or response) or combinations between them, could work against Chinese 
coercive actions. Confirming the descriptive and bivariate analysis, Hard Stance, Publicity, 
Diplomacy, and Confrontation are the most successful single policy factors.  

• For double (or triple) factors, the best configurations of policy instruments include two or 
three of Publicity, Confrontation, Diplomacy and a Hard Stance. 

• Notably, the Military only works with the Philippines. Great Power, however, is not effective 
for this country as expected with the US security alliance.   

• International Opposition to China is more successful for Vietnam than all nations. Especially, 
the combination between International Opposition to China and Hard Stance or 
Confrontation reach a 100% success rate. Vietnam should leverage International Opposition 
to China.  

• Several exceptional cases include many policy responses but still fail (even with the effective 
aforementioned ones: Hard Stance, Diplomacy, Publicity, Confrontation). They will be 
examined in the chapter on within-case analysis.     
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Exploration of factors with quantitative analysis using binary logistic regression 

Correlation of factors  

In chapter 3 (methodology), it was argued that the QCA method is appropriate to answer the 
research questions of the dissertation. One of the reasons is that many explaining variables are 
not independent. In fact, they are interdependent in the sense that one is a response to another (or 
others) or they often go together. For instance, a policy instrument is a response to a specific 
Chinese action of coercion in a certain context, or confrontation responses are often associated 
with hard stance.  

It is aware that the independence between explanatory factors is the essential condition of the 
regression to find a correlation between an explanatory variable and a dependent one and the 
impact of the former on the latter, otherwise  - when collinearity occurs - we cannot tell which 
variable truly affects the outcome (and how much).  

As the factors above may correlate with each other, they may not meet that requirement. 
However, the dissertation does not need to identify the impact of a single factor and the degree 
of its impact on the outcome. Instead, it uses logistic regression to mainly check the following 
components of the regression: 1) whether certain factors (variables) are statistically significant in 
the regression; and 2) they have a positive/negative or zero impact on the dependent variable 
(counter-coercion effectiveness), even though in combination, not necessarily by the individual.   

As effectiveness is a binary variable, we cannot adopt a linear regression model. Instead, the 
dissertation uses binary logistic regression with counter-coercion effectiveness as the dependent 
variable and other factors as explanatory (not necessarily independent) variables for all nations 
(N = 329 cases). The regression is conducted by R Studio software (command script is provided 
in Appendix 8).     

Table 17. Results of binary logistic regression for Counter-coercion Effectiveness  

(Explanatory) Variable Estimate  Pr(>|z|) Odds_ratio 

(Intercept) -7.25 0.0505 0.0007 

`No force` 4.18 0.0027 65.43 

`Display/Threat of force` 2.02 0.0696 7.56 

`Limited force` 0.23 0.8385 1.27 

Island -2.27 0.4475 NA 

Waters -2.72 0.3711 0.1 

Vessels -0.92 0.7631 0.06 

C.Government 0.09 0.8826 0.39 
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PLA -1.50 0.0409 NA 

C.MLE -1.34 0.1066 1.10 

`C.Fishing vessel` -1.07 0.2509 0.22 

`C.Friendly policy` 0.56 0.6327 0.25 

`C.Strategic Value` 0.42 0.6007 0.34 

C.Aggressive -1.29 0.1667 1.76 

C.Instability 2.16 0.0827 1.53 

Integration -0.07 0.9605 0.27 

`Hard Stance` 5.50 3.91e-10 8.69 

`Cost- imposing Capability` 1.33 0.1084 0.9242 

Tension -1.71 0.0354 246.44 

`Political closeness` 2.37 0.0360 3.81 

`Economic closeness` 1.02 0.4677 0.17 

`International support` 0.23 0.8623 10.79 

`International Opposition to CN` 0.02 0.9799 2.77 

Military -0.74 0.3755 1.26 

Confrontation 2.91 0.0020 1.03 

`Great power backing` -0.19 0.7879 0.47 

Diplomacy 3.44 4.12e-06 18.43 

Negotiation 0.66 0.6503 0.82 

Publicity 2.01 0.0121 31.28 

`Foreign Business` 1.40 0.2651 1.94 

Law 18.32 0.9882 7.52 

 
Source: Author  

 
Notes:  

• Variable: the factor or explanatory variable for the logistic regression with 
effectiveness as the dependent variable.  

• Estimate: estimated value of the variable (factor) in the regression.  
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• Pr(>|z|): the p-value in regression that indicates the confidence interval. Only 
coefficients with the pr (> z) < 0.05 (95% confidence interval as the selected 
threshold) are considered to be statistically significant for assessing the correlation. 
The significant variables are in green color.  

• Odd ratio = exp (estimate): a multiplier of the odds of success ( Probability of 
success/ probability of failure). As this is the binary logistic regression, the odd ratio 
will make an evaluation of the coefficient more understandable and applicable than 
the estimate. The higher the odd ratio, the bigger impact of the variable on the 
outcome. Nevertheless, this regression is mostly used for double-checking the 
association (whether or not, positive/negative), not the quantitative measurement 
(how much), so the value of the odd ratio is not so important.    

Findings  

The estimates of No Force, PLA, Hard Stance, Tension, Political Closeness, Confrontation, 
Diplomacy, and Publicity are statistically significant. In other words, they have an impact on the 
outcome - policy effectiveness (Table 17).  

Aligned with the overall descriptive analysis at the beginning of the chapter, No Force and 
Political Closeness are positively correlative with effectiveness while PLA and Tension are 
negatively correlative with it. These results mean that when coercive behaviors come with no 
force or political closeness, the counter-coercion is likely more effective. On the contrary, if the 
PLA and tension appear in the coercive incidents, the effectiveness of counter-coercion would be 
lower.  

Other variables do not have a statistically significant correlation with the effectiveness.   
Interestingly, Hard Stance, Confrontation, Diplomacy and Publicity are positively 

correlative with effectiveness, which confirms the findings of the descriptive and QCA 
analysis above.    
 

Collinearity of factors  

This step aims at double-checking the correlation or collinearity among the explaining 
variables as discussed above. As they are correlative, the values of VIF may not make much 
sense. Instead, we only focus on the level of correlation.  



 

   156 

Figure 102.  Checking collinearity of factors 

 
Source: Author  

Findings:  
With regard to the policy factors, Hard Stance, Diplomacy, Military and Great Power have a 

low correlation with other explanatory variables (Figure 102). Confrontation and Publicity have 
a moderate correlation with other explanatory variables. Only Chinese MLE, Fishing Vessel and 
Friendly Policy are highly correlative with other explanatory variables, which is sensible.  
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Policy recommendation matrix 

Based on the effective cases from the Truth Table for targets, a policy response matrix is 
built to assist policymakers in response to Chinese coercion subject to each target as follows 
(Table 18, Table 19, and Table 20).  

Note:  
• C: Confrontation,  D: Diplomacy, G: Great Power Backing, H: Hard Stance,  M: 

Military, P: Publicity    
• Number in bracket: number of cases with that configuration 
• Each column is an actor or a combination of actors. Each row is a type of force.  

 
The overall recommendations are if the coercive actions are conducted by certain actors with a 
certain type of force, policymakers should respond by the policy instruments in the cell subject to 
the situation. For instance, for an island target, if the Chinese government or Chinese 
government’s vessels (e.g. research/survey vessels) take coercive actions without force, 
policymakers may respond by different combinations in the first cell (row 1, column 1), 
including Confrontation with Hard Stance, or Diplomacy with Hard Stance, or Publicity and 
Diplomacy with Hard Stance, or Confrontation and Diplomacy with Hard Stance.  
  

Island target 

Table 18. Policy recommendations with Island targets 

ISLAND Governmen
t (vessel) PLA CMLE CFishingVesse

l 
PLA*C
MLE 

PLA*CFishing
Vessel 

CMLE*CFish
ingVessel 

PLA*CMLE
*CFishing
Vessel 

No Force 

C*H(4) 
D*H(3) 
P*D*H(2) 
C*D*H 
P*C*M*H 
D*H*G 
P*D*H*G 
C*M*H*G 

  D 

C*H(2) 
C*M*H(8) 
C*D*M*H 
P*D*H 
P*C*M*G 
P*D*M*H*G 

        

Threat/Display of 
Force 

D*H(2) 
C*H 
P*D*H 
M*H 
P*D*M*H 

D*H 
P*C*D 
C*M*H 
P*M*H 
P*D*H*G 

 

P*C*H 
P*C*D*H*G 
P*C*D*M*H*
G 

C*D*H 
C*M*H 
C*D*M*H 
P*C*D*M*H 

P*C*D*H*G C*D*H 
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LimitedForce     P*C*D*H 
P*C*D* H*G(2)           

BruteForce               P*D*H*G 

Water target 

Table 19. Policy recommendations with Water targets 

WATER Governmen
t (vessel) PLA CMLE CFishingVes

sel 
CMLE*CFishing
Vessel 

PLA*CMLE*CFishingVess
el 

No Force 

H(2) 
H*D(5) 
H*D*P(3) 
H*P*C 
H*D*C*G 

  H*C 

H*C(2) 
H*C*M(5) 
H*D 
H*D*C 
H*P*C 

    

Threat/Displayof
F 

H*D(4) 
H*D*P 

H*D(2) 
H*C*M 
H*C*G 
H*D*G 
H*P*G*M 

H*C(2) 
H*D*P*C 
H*D*C*G 

H*D*P 
H*D*P*G 

H*D*C 
H*D*C*G   

LimitedForce     H*C(2) 
H*D*P H*C H*D*P*C   

BruteForce           H*D*P*C*G 
 

Vessel target 

Table 20. Policy recommendations with vessel targets 

VESSELS Governmen
t (vessel) PLA CMLE CFishingVessel PLA*CMLE PLA*CFishin

gVessel 
CMLE*CFish
ingVessel 

No Force       H*C*G       

Threat/Displayof
F 

D 
H*P*D H*P*D*G 

H*C 
H*P*D 
H*C*P*M 
H*P*D*M*G 

H*C*P H*C*D 
H*C*P*D     

LimitedForce   H*D 
H*P*D 

H*D(5) 
H*P*D(2) 

H*C*P*D 
H*C*P*D*M H*P*D   H*C*P*D 

BruteForce     H*D H*P*D*G   C*P*D*M   
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Chapter 7. Within-Case Analysis for Vietnam, Philippines, 
Malaysia, and Indonesia 

Objective and selection criteria 

Objective  

The goal of this chapter is two folds. First, it exemplifies, specifies and justifies the coding 
and results of chapter 6 (with diverse and typical cases).  Second, it helps clarify and explain the 
findings that are exceptional or unexplainable by chapter 6 (special or exceptional cases). 
Therefore, this chapter will focus on the coding and analysis of the factors. The narrative and 
details could be found in the cited sources. 

Selection Criteria  

• Typical: to exemplify and clarify a typical combination leading to an outcome 
• Contradictory: same factors but different outcomes or unexplainable by comparative 

analysis in chapter 6 
• Exceptional: Extreme value, large consequence, or rare actions e.g., armed conflict to 

seize an island, Tribunal case, the oil rig standoff    
• Variation in country/context and outcome (both effective and ineffective) 

Selected cases 

Vietnam 

Case 4: the Paracels battle (1974)  

Key factors  
• Date: January 16 – February 17 
• Reason for selection: extreme value (brute force), large consequence, exceptional, and 

contradictory to cases 88 and 153.   
• Outcome: ineffective (high loss, worse dispute position, worse macro impact).  
• Policy factors: Hard Stance, Military, Confrontation, Diplomacy and Publicity. 
• Other factors:  

o Target: island 
o Force: brute force 
o Actors: the Chinese government, PLA, fishing vessels  
o High strategic value for China 
o South Vietnam’s cost-imposing capability 
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o No Great Power Backing 
o No international support for Vietnam, no international opposition to China  

Case narrative, coding [italic] and analysis 
In the early 1970s, communist China was hostile to all the Southeast Asian nations that 

followed the Western bloc [Chinese Friendly Policy towards Southeast Asia = 0]. Domestically, 
despite internal fighting, Mao Zedong still held absolute power and sustain a relatively stable 
political circumstance [Chinese Domestic Instability = 0]. On the other front, South Vietnam – a 
US ally - was an enemy of China with no relations between the two nations [ Political Closeness 
and Economic Closeness between China and South Vietnam =0], yet it was at the time part of 
the Western world [South Vietnam’s international integration = 1].  

The Paracel Islands have a strategic value to Chinese territorial expansion in the SCS. Until 
the early 1970s, the Paracels were the only disputed islands that Beijing may consolidate its 
territorial claims due to its limited naval power (Fravel, 2008, p. 273) [Target: Island; Strategic 
Value = 1]. Although China and South Vietnam have disputed over the Paracels since the 1950s, 
China did not take any military actions until 1974 due to the frequent naval presence and 
deterrence of the US – an ally of South Vietnam - in the area (Fravel, 2008, p. 275; Yoshihara, 
2016). In fact, the US even considered “military operations [to] clean-out Communists from [the] 
area including Woody as well as Robert and Pattle if [the] latter attacked” (Jones, 2016). 
However, the context changed dramatically in 1973 as the US withdrew from South Vietnam 
while improving relations with Beijing. As a result, there has been neither great power support 
for South Vietnam nor opposition (or deterrence) to the PRC’s use of force in the Paracels since 
1973. Worse, South Vietnam was in domestic tension in 1974 due to the war against North 
Vietnam with a substantial reduction of US support before Saigon collapsed the following year. 
[Domestic Tension = 1]       

This landscape opened a great window of opportunity for the PRC. Indeed, “January 1974 
was a moment when the Beijing leadership could act without fearing the consequences. For 
Kissinger and Nixon, the fate of South Vietnam’s island possessions was much less important 
than the US’s improving relations with China. A tacit US-China alliance would be much more 
significant to the outcome of the Cold War than whatever would happen in Saigon” (Hayton, 
2014, p. 73). Accordingly, before and during the battle, South Vietnam navy asked the US 7th 
Fleet for support but received nothing (Hayton, 2014). [Great Power Backing = 0; International 
support for South VN = 0; International opposition to China = 0] 

In contrast to many sources including Chinese propaganda, “China had planned the battle 
sometime earlier than 1974. Mao Zedong and Zhou Enlai issue the order for the operation since 
1973. The Chinese military secretly starts training around September 1973 and a tightening of 
security was observed in the Chinese port of Beihai…Other research also note that the number of 
Chinese fishing vessels entering the waters of the Crescent group controlled by Republic of 
Vietnam suddenly increases in the second half of 1973 ” (Pham, 2016). [Chinese Aggressive 
Leadership = 1] 
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On 9 January 1974, Chinese fishermen moves to Robert Island close to Pattle Island occupied by 
Republic of Vietnam. On 11 January 1974, China’s Foreign Ministry claims its sovereignty over 
Paracels and Spratlys. On 12 January 1974, the spokesperson of the Republic of Vietnam rejects 
Chinese claim. In the following days, China sent people and ships into the waters around the Robert, 
Duncan and Drummond islands and land on these islands, erected tower and hoisted Chinese flag. 
On 16 January 1974, Vietnamese Navy sees two Chinese “armored fishing trawlers” are laying off 
Drummond Island supporting troops from the PLA that have occupied the island. Chinese troops 
are also observed on Duncan Island, with a PLAN landing ship moored on the beach. [Coercive 
actors: Chinese government, PLA and fishing vessels; Diplomacy = 1; Publicity = 1; Military = 
1] 
In the evening of the same day, the Council of Cabinet of the Republic of Vietnam (RVN) 
Government convenes a meeting, concluding that “the situation in Paracel has become alarming” 
and announced the Directive of the RVN President ordering the navy to use “to the maximum 
extent the international law and other measures to chase them away.” “If they use force, we respond 
with force,” written the Directive. [Hard Stance = 1] 
On 17 January, 15 Vietnamese navy soldiers are landed on Money Island. By the morning of Friday, 
18 January, four Vietnamese warships consisting of three destroyers and a corvette are on station 
in the islands and the flotilla’s commander, Captain Ha Van Ngac attempts to land on Duncan 
Island. [Cost-imposing Capability = 1]. Two Chinese corvettes steam into the path of the 
Vietnamese vessels. Ngac aborts the landing. 
The main battle officially starts on 19 January, after Chinese troops opened fired at the Vietnamese 
troop arriving on Duncan Island and waving a white flag, signaling a desire to talk. Two Vietnamese 
soldiers are killed. The Vietnamese troop retreats. Two hours later, Vietnamese ships open fire on 
the Chinese vessels. At the end, the China’s PLA-N fleet made up of four Hainan class fast attack 
craft, two mine sweepers and two fishing boats defeat the South Vietnamese force of three 
destroyers and a corvette. Saigon also says that China uses airplanes to bomb Vietnamese positions 
on Pattle, Robert and Money islands. By the afternoon of 20 January, Chinese forces successfully 
seize the three islands previously occupied by Vietnamese forces” (Pham, 2016).  [Use of force: 
Brute force; Confrontation = 1] 

The outcome is clearly a major and consequential failure for South Vietnam  [Outcome: 
Ineffective] when it lost half the Paracel Islands it occupied previously [Loss: High  - loss of 
disputed target]. This failure makes it harder for South Vietnam (and unified Vietnam later) to 
dispute with China about the Paracels [Dispute position: Worse]. Worse, the incident has long-
term negative impacts on domestic public sentiments, security (when China uses the Paracels as 
a springboard to project power to the Spratlys southward) and economic development (when 
China attacked or prevented Vietnamese fishermen from approaching the Paracels in the next 
decades) [Macro Impact: Worse].   

In this case, although South Vietnam adopted Hard Stance, Publicity, Diplomacy, 
Confrontation and Military (with the cost-imposing capability), it still failed likely due to the 
lack of US backing. That military backing is the key difference between the time of the battle 
and the period before the 1970s when China was deterred by the US, a close ally of South 
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Vietnam. Beijing carefully calculated and considered the decision to seize the islands as it is 
afraid that Washington may, facing a change in status quo,  intervene in the incident (Yoshihara, 
2016).   

Despite embracing the same policy components, this and case 316 still fail, while cases 88 
and 153 are effective, which will be explained further in cases 88 and case 153 below.   

Case 47: the Spratlys battle  (1988) 

Key factors  
• Date: March 14, 1988 
• Reason for selection: extreme value (brute force), large consequence, exceptional   
• Outcome: ineffective (high loss, worse dispute position, worse macro impact). 
• Policy factors: Hard Stance, Military, Confrontation, Diplomacy, Negotiation 
• Other factors:  

o Target: island 
o Force: brute force 
o Actors: the Chinese government, PLA 
o High strategic value for China 
o No Great Power Backing 
o No international support for Vietnam, no international opposition to China 

Case narrative and analysis 
Like the 1974 battle, the international context in the mid-1980s opened another window of 

opportunity for Chinese expansion southward. At the time, there was no great power backing 
Vietnam which was in a domestic economic crisis and politically isolated from the world after it 
intervened in Cambodia. Vietnamese military capabilities were also strained from the war in 
Cambodia. As a result, “According to the China watcher Taylor Fravel, in early 1987 a decision 
was taken in Beijing to occupy territory. Now all the leadership needed was a pretext. In March 
1987, a meeting of UNESCO mandated countries to establish monitoring stations as part of a 
survey of the world’s oceans. No-one, not even the Vietnamese, seems to have noticed that one 
of the sites proposed by China was in the Spratlys. On 21 January 1988 four Chinese ships 
arrived with engineers and construction materials and set about creating something that could 
resemble dry land [in Fiery Cross Reef]… and Vietnam raced to occupy more reefs in the 
surrounding waters” (Hayton, 2014). 

“The first confrontation occurred on January 31, when Vietnam challenged the PLAN vessels 
at Fiery Cross Reef. Two armed Vietnamese cargo ships with construction materials approached 
the reef. PLAN ships intercepted these boats and turned them away…A second confrontation 
occurred on February 18. This time, it revolved around Cuarteron (Huayang) Reef, which was 
located between Fiery Cross and Vietnam’s main base in the area, Spratly Island.  PLAN guided-
missile destroyer, escort, and transport ship were surveying the area when a Vietnamese 
minesweeper and armed freighter approached. Both sides dispatched landing parties from the 
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west and east side of the reef, respectively. The Chinese detachment reached the high point first, 
planting a flag, while the Vietnamese retreated, planting a flag on a wooden post erected on a 
submerged portion of the reef. When the weather turned, the Vietnamese withdrew, leaving 
China in control of the reef” (Fravel, 2008).   

On 18 February the Chinese went one step further, landing sailors on the only feature on London 
Reefs that the Vietnamese didn’t occupy: Cuarteron Reef…The Vietnamese were incensed and Hanoi 
made a public protest... The Vietnamese media warned that China would face ‘all the consequences’ 
if it didn’t leave the two reefs. On the night of 13 March, the Vietnamese Navy despatched three 
ships: one each to Johnson, Collins and Lansdowne reefs. Unfortunately for those on board, the 
ancient rust- buckets were detected by the Chinese side, which moved to intercept them with a larger 
and more heavily armed force. At first light on 14 March 1988, the Vietnamese successfully grabbed 
Collins and Lansdowne...The Johnson Reef operation turned into a disaster. The exact sequence of 
events is still disputed but it seems the Vietnamese landed first, in a small boat full of construction 
equipment, and planted their flags on the coral. Chinese troops then arrived and tried to remove the 
flags. The two sides shouted at each other and then scuffled. The Chinese accounts say a Vietnamese 
soldier shot and wounded one of the Chinese force that then retreated as the Vietnamese ships opened 
fire with machine guns. The Vietnamese say it was the other way around: the Chinese killed the 
deputy commander of the Vietnamese landing force and withdrew before their ships opened fire. 
Strangely, a propaganda film released by the Chinese Navy in 2009 to celebrate the navy’s 60th 
anniversary gives more credence to the Vietnamese version. The video, now available on YouTube, 
was shot from one of the Chinese ships and shows the Vietnamese force standing knee deep in water 
as the tide rises over the reef. Huge spouts of water then erupt around the Vietnamese troops as the 
Chinese ships open fire. Within seconds the thin line of men has completely disappeared and 64 lie 
dead in the water: the machine guns are Chinese and the victims Vietnamese. The Chinese won the 
battle of Johnson Reef with a turkey shoot (Hayton, 2014, p. 83). 
Like case 4 (Paracels battle), in this incident, China used brute force to occupy parts of the 

Spratlys which have a high strategic value to China without opposition from other nations or 
support for Vietnam. Vietnam also suffered from a high loss, worse dispute position and worse 
macro impact. Interestingly, similar to the Paracels in 1974, Vietnam received no assistance of  
any kind from USSR to counter Chinese aggression, although Hanoi and Moscow had a semi-
alliance relationship with Soviet ships harbored in the Cam Ranh Bay about 300 nautical miles to 
the sea battle. There was no more Great Power Backing.  

Hanoi may have to learn a lesson twice. It cannot fight against Chinese aggression if the 
target is an island (or of high strategic value) and there is no backing from great power. This is 
different from the Philippines in case 88.   

Case 153:  the cable-cutting incident in Vietnam’s EEZ (2011) 

Key factors  
• Date: June 9, 2011 
• Reason for selection: contradictory to case 4 and case 316 
• Outcome: effective (low loss, same dispute position, but better macro impact)  
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• Policy factors: Hard Stance, Military, Confrontation, Diplomacy, Publicity  
• Other factors:  

o Target: vessel 
o Force: limited force 
o Actors: the Chinese government, MLE, fishing vessels 
o No Great Power Backing 
o International support for Vietnam 
o No international opposition to China 

Case narrative and analysis 
Vietnam started its oil industry in the early 1980s. Since then Vietnamese vessels have 

conducted numerous oil exploration trips on the Vietnamese continental shelf in accordance with 
UNCLOS with very few actions of harassment of China. Things have changed, however, since 
China launched a massive campaign of marine surveillance in 2007.  Beijing has been more 
aggressive with interventions or harassment against other SCS nations within their EEZ or 
continental shelf (yet inside China’s undefined “nine-dash” line).  

On 26 May 2011, “three CMS patrol ships confronted a PetroVietnam energy-exploration vessel, Binh 
Minh 02, around 120 nm from the coast of central Vietnam, and severed its seismic-survey cable. The 
company released a video of the incident in which the survey ship’s crew is heard warning the CMS 
ship Haijian 84 over two-way radio: “You are acting very stupidly and dangerously, stay away from 
the cable.” According to Binh Minh 02’s Russian skipper, the Chinese ships announced that the ship 
was violating Chinese sovereignty and demanded it leave the area. The three CMS ships then cut back 
and forth across the Vietnamese vessel’s stern until the seismic cables it was towing were cut. In all, 
the confrontation lasted about three hours. The Vietnamese government responded with a vigorous 
diplomatic protest, demanding compensation and accusing China of violating UNCLOS, the ASEAN-
PRC Declaration on the Conduct of Parties in the South China Sea, and the consensus of the two 
countries’ high-ranking leaders.  
A similarly intense Vietnamese protest followed on 9 June after a Chinese fishing boat ensnared the 
survey cable of Viking II, another survey ship conducting seismic research for PetroVietnam in 
disputed waters farther south. The Vietnamese Ministry of Foreign Affairs (MOFA) alleged that the 
incident was “totally intentional, thoroughly deliberated, and planned,” with the Chinese fishing boat 
having been equipped with a “specialized cable slashing device.” Viking II had been operating in a 
Vietnamese energy concession known as Block 136/03, located in the Vanguard Bank several hundred 
kilometers south of the site of the 26 May incident. The MOFA spokesperson named two boats from 
the PRC’s South Sea regional fisheries law-enforcement fleet, Yuzheng 311 and Yuzheng 303, that 
had been on hand to support the fishing boat, and declared that the incident had been intended to 
“realize” China’s nine-dash-line claim…  
Domestically, the most heavily publicized leadership rhetoric across this period was state councilor 
Dai Bingguo’s 26 June remarks following his meeting with Vietnamese special envoy Ho Xuan Son, 
which by contrast reiterated that the two countries would resolve their disputes through negotiations 
and would maintain peace at sea” (Chubb, 2021b) 
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Following the two cable-cutting incidents, "tensions went up a notch in a maritime border 
dispute between China and Vietnam in the South China Sea, with Hanoi announcing it would 
carry out live-fire naval drills near disputed island chains. Vietnam, which has accused China of 
escalating tensions in the region during two maritime confrontations in recent weeks, warned 
vessels to stay out of the sea exercise area off its central Quam Nang province.”53 

The Vietnamese navy “carried out a four-hour barrage of live ammunition from a naval 
vessel 40 kilometers (25 miles) off the central province of Quang Nam. Naval sources said that a 
second barrage would follow later on Monday and that the drills were "routine" and unconnected 
to recent tension with China.”54  

China’s two coercive behaviors within two weeks drew “angry demonstrations at China's 
diplomatic missions in Hanoi and Ho Chi Minh City, the former Saigon. Vietnam's deputy 
defense minister, Lt. Gen. Nguyen Chi Vinh, told reporters that the country would "use all means 
to protect our national sovereignty…The frictions between Vietnam and China have also drawn 
the attention of Taiwan. On Saturday, Taiwan's Ministry of National Defense formed a task force 
to monitor the situation, the Central News Agency said. At the Singapore conference, U.S. 
Defense Secretary Robert Gates made clear that Washington is keeping a close eye on the 
incidents. "I fear that without rules of the road and without agreed approaches to dealing with 
these problems that there will be clashes," said Gates. "That serves nobody's interest."55  

In both cases of cable-cutting incidents, Vietnam suffered very low losses from Chinese 
disruptive behaviors. The dispute position remained the same due to Vietnamese protests against 
Chinese actions. However, the incidents by publicity created advantageous macro impacts on 
Vietnam by drawing both domestic and international attention that raised concerns about China 
in favor of Vietnam. There have been no similar cable-cutting incidents since then, though 
Vietnam still maintains its oil exploration on its waters. So the counter-coercion policy is 
effective.      

Compared to case 4 (the Paracels battle), both cases have the same policy instruments (Hard 
Stance, Military, Confrontation, Diplomacy, Publicity and no Great Power Backing). However, 
the target of this case is a vessel that has a lower strategic value to China than the island target 
with a high strategic value in case 4, which may explain the failure in counter-coercion of case 4. 
Also, during this incident in 2011, Vietnam got support from other nations, which was not the 
case in 1974. Chinese behavior was paid attention to much more in 2011 by other regional 
countries and the US who had been cautious of Chinese assertiveness, which may hurt the 
reputation of China.  

 
53 “Tensions Rise in South China Sea,” RFA, June 10, 2011, accessed September 9, 2022, 
https://www.rfa.org/english/news/vietnam/spratlys-06102011105633.html  
54 “Naval Drill Fuels Tensions”, RFA, June 13, 2011, accessed September 9, 2022, 
https://www.rfa.org/english/news/vietnam/spratlys-06132011104749.html  
55 Michael Lelyveld, “Oil Search Sparks Security Concerns,” RFA, June 13, 2021, accessed September 9, 2022, 
https://www.rfa.org/english/commentaries/energy_watch/concerns-06132011104957.html  
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   166 

 

Case 155: Assault on Vietnamese fishermen (2011) 

Key factors  
• Date: July 5, 2011 
• Reason for selection: typical  
• Outcome: ineffective (low loss, same dispute position, same macro impact) 
• Policy factors: Military, Great Power Backing, Diplomacy, Publicity  
• Other factors 

o Target: vessel 
o Force: limited force 
o Actors: PLA 
o International support for Vietnam 
o No international opposition to China 

Case narrative and analysis 
On July 5, 2011, a Vietnamese fishing vessel was assaulted by Chinese authorities near the 

disputed Paracel Islands.  According to a Vietnamese official, "Armed Chinese soldiers allegedly 
beat a Vietnamese fisherman and threatened other crew members before driving them out of 
waters. A Chinese navy ship chased the fishermen before dispatching a speedboat with 10 
soldiers armed with automatic rifles and batons, a border official in Vietnam’s central Quang 
Ngai province said on condition of anonymity, citing policy. The soldiers boarded the fishing 
boat near the contested Paracel Islands. The soldiers punched and kicked the Vietnamese captain 
and threatened nine other crew members in the July 5 incident, he said, adding the captain was 
not injured. The Vietnamese official said the Chinese soldiers confiscated one ton of fish from 
the boat and drove it from the area.”56 Three days later, "Vietnam and the United States kicked 
off joint naval exercises on Friday [July 8, 2011] in spite of disapproval from China amid 
tensions over sovereignty claims in the South China Sea.”57 

This case is an example of Chinese assaults on Vietnamese fishermen around the Paracel 
Islands since the mid-2000s which mostly have no effective policy responses from Vietnam. In 
some incidents, Vietnam only had diplomatic protests. In some other, Vietnam made no 
responses. Unlike this case, there was no military involvement or US support in other Chinese 
harassment or attacks on Vietnamese fishermen.  

 

 
56 “Vietnam: Chinese soldiers attack fishermen,” The Enquirer, July 14, 2011, accessed September 9, 2022, 
https://globalnation.inquirer.net/5887/vietnam-chinese-soldiers-attack-fishermen  
57 “US, Vietnam Begin Naval Drills,” RFA, July 15, 2011, accessed September 9, 2022, 
https://www.rfa.org/english/news/vietnam/navy-07152011103650.html  
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Case 188:  the oil rig standoff in Vietnamese EEZ (2014) 

Key factors  
• Date: May 1 – July 15, 2014 
• Reason for selection: exceptional, outcome variation (effective)    
• Outcome: effective (low loss, better dispute position, worse macro impact). 
• Policy factors: Hard Stance, Confrontation, Great Power Backing, Diplomacy, 

Negotiation, Publicity 
• Other factors:  

o Target: waters 
o Force: brute force 
o Actors: government, PLA, MLE, fishing vessels 
o international support for Vietnam, international opposition to China 

Case narrative and analysis 
This case is exceptional for several reasons. First, it is one of the very few times China has 

moved a giant oil rig to the EEZ of other SCS nations. Second, the standoff lasted for two and a 
half months which is longer than most other incidents and involved all  the Chinese coercive 
actors on large scale: the Chinese government, the PLA, maritime law enforcement (Coast 
Guard), and the maritime militia (fishing vessels). Third, this is a rare time China seemed to back 
down in a large coercive incident. Beijing seemed surprised at Hanoi’s strong and persistent 
reactions.  

On May 2, 2014 –  amid the tension over Chinese artificial island building in the SCS and the 
Philippines’ Tribunal case against Beijing, “China positioned a massive oil-drilling platform, 
HYSY 981, in disputed waters 120 nm from the Vietnamese coast and 17 nm south of Triton 
Island [near the disputed Paracels]…In response, the Vietnamese government sent law-
enforcement ships and maritime militia to attempt to disrupt the drilling. Anticipating some 
Vietnamese response, China organized a multiregional, cross-departmental fleet of government 
patrol boats from both national and provincial coast guard and fisheries forces to guard and 
escort the rig. Several weeks of dramatic on-water clashes ensued, including numerous ramming 
by both sides’ vessels, water cannon battles, and the sinking of one Vietnamese fishing boat 
(Chubb, 2021b).  

In a rare response, Hanoi launched a campaign of diplomacy and publicity to fight Chinese 
coercion throughout the 2-month standoff, including domestic and foreign media, apart from 
confrontation by Vietnamese vessels of maritime law enforcement. “Foreign journalists are 
brought along on Vietnamese maritime law enforcement ships as it deploys coast guard to 
confront Chinese oil rig HYSY 981 and accompanying vessels. Vietnamese officials and many 
levels call for talks but are rejected. Vietnamese leaders also threaten legal action and raise the 
issue with partners, in multilateral settings, and so on. Paints China as bully through series of 
press conferences” (Chubb, 2021a).   
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Vietnam won substantial diplomatic support on May 10. The ASEAN foreign ministers issued a 
standalone joint statement expressing their “serious concerns over the ongoing developments in the 
South China Sea.” This statement followed a briefing by Vietnam and extensive discussion of the 
incident. Lobbying by Philippine president Benigno Aquino III was crucial to securing the final 
statement. Singapore’s foreign minister also asserted that although ASEAN did not want to take sides, 
staying silent would damage the organization’s power, unity, and reputation. Indonesia’s foreign 
minister went so far as to say that Jakarta was “disappointed by the acts of the Chinese government.” 
Indonesian president Susilo Bambang Yudhoyono also accused China of “gunboat diplomacy.” 
Malaysian prime minister Najib Razak urged ASEAN to show resolve. Myanmar and Cambodia took 
a softer line, indicating that they would “not be involved in bilateral issues” between Vietnam and 
China. Yet, Myanmar permitted a reiteration of the foreign ministers’ statement the following day.  
The Chinese foreign ministry reacted strongly to this show of unity. In a statement on May 10, 
Beijing said that “the issue of the South China Sea is not one between China and ASEAN” but a 
bilateral issue between individual claimants and China only. The Vietnamese prime minister 
responded the next day by harshly condemning China’s behavior…On May 13, Secretary Kerry 
spoke with Chinese foreign minister Wang Yi over the phone. The U.S. secretary of state said 
Beijing’s deployment of the oil rig and its escorts was “provocative” and requested that both sides 
deescalate…Australia expressed support for the recent ASEAN statement on the South China Sea… 
Several diplomatic exchanges occurred on May 15. Vietnamese foreign minister Pham Binh Minh 
held a phone call with Chinese foreign minister Wang Yi…Hanoi implied that it was still considering 
bringing the oil rig incident to the UN Security Council or seeking international arbitration…On May 
21, Vietnamese prime minister Nguyen Tan Dung and Philippine president Benigno Aquino began a 
two- day summit in Manila to discuss Chinese maritime behavior. The leaders discussed the 
possibility of taking international legal action against Beijing. Vietnam’s foreign minister also called 
U.S. secretary of state John Kerry to review recent developments. That same day, Assistant Secretary 
Russel announced that the United States would commit $18 million in foreign military financing to 
the Vietnam Coast Guard…Vietnamese diplomats submitted a report on China’s activities to the 
United Nations, World Trade Organization, and other international organizations on May 22. 
Japanese prime minister Shinzo Abe expressed his support for Vietnam’s position and announced that 
Tokyo would accelerate its plan to provide Hanoi maritime patrol vessels. The United States also 
stated that it would support Vietnam if Hanoi elected to pursue “arbitration or other international 
mechanisms…” The commander of the U.S. Pacific Command, Admiral Samuel Locklear, told 
reporters on May 23 that he had “serious concerns” about the risk of a miscalculation escalating into 
armed conflict (Green, 2017). 
After two months of confrontation, Beijing withdrew the oil rig and escorted vessels in mid-

July, a month ahead of schedule. “Responding to this withdrawal, a Vietnamese spokesperson 
insisted that China not send any oil rig to Vietnam’s exclusive economic zone and continental 
shelf again. Prime Minister Dung reiterated that demand and noted that it applied not only to 
Vietnam but also for all countries in Southeast Asia. Dung hailed Vietnam’s success and thanked 
the international community for its support during the standoff ” (Green, 2017).  

There have been notable observations from this case, as summarized by Michael Green from 
the Center for Strategic and International Studies (CSIS).  
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First, China knowingly took a risk in putting the oil rig into disputed waters. As a result, Chinese 
leaders were prepared to respond rapidly if Vietnamese forces intercepted the rig. This is evident in 
the speed with which a large Chinese flotilla arrived on the scene after Vietnamese ships began to 
challenge the rig and its escorts. Although Chinese leaders must have been surprised by the ferocity 
of the Vietnamese response, they were still prepared to send and maintain at sea a large fleet of 
civilian and government vessels. Second, Vietnam accepted significant risk in pushing back so 
forcefully against the oil rig’s operations in disputed waters. Many Vietnamese ships sustained severe 
damage in the confrontation, yet Hanoi continued to contest control of the area even though Chinese 
ships were larger, better equipped, and more numerous. The Vietnamese ability to use motherships to 
supply and repair vessels at sea likely aided the government’s ability to sustain its challenge to the 
Chinese operations. Thus, the fact that the standoff continued for several months demonstrates that 
leaders in both countries were willing to accept risk. Third, China’s use of concentric circles of 
vessels protecting the oil rig is a classic example of China’s general approach to maritime 
incidents…By putting its fishing vessels on the perimeter, civilian government vessels in the middle, 
and military ships in the center, China decreased the likelihood of conflict while attempting to 
accomplish its objectives and deter escalation…However, when tested continually over time, China 
was still required to use force, which may be one reason that the oil rig’s operations ended earlier than 
planned. Finally, unlike many other cases of maritime coercion, Beijing appears to have backed 
down. Although Beijing escalated repeatedly and had a larger and more capable force than Hanoi, 
Vietnam’s persistence and risk acceptance appear to have convinced China to withdraw the oil rig 
early. Leaders in China have contested this conclusion, but it is clear that the oil rig was initially 
planned to stay through mid-August and that its withdrawal was a divergence from the initial plan 
(Green, 2017). 
 In this case, Vietnam may suffer from a low loss and negative macro impacts (business loss 

and compensation due to protests and damage of factories and unstable environment for foreign 
investors), yet it achieved a better dispute position (over the Paracel Islands), raised awareness of 
the international community about the dispute over the Paracels and won strong diplomatic 
supports from the US, Japan, Australia and ASEAN. The lesson for Vietnam in similar incidents 
could be Hard Stance, Confrontation, Diplomacy, Publicity and Great Power support.   

 

Case 242 and 246: Repsol incident - EEZ harassment and intrusion (2017 and 2018) 

Key factors  
• Date: July 24, 2017, and March 2018 
• Reason for selection: exceptional, large consequence     
• Outcome: ineffective (medium loss, worse dispute position, worse macro impact). 
• Policy factors: Diplomacy, Confrontation, Foreign Business 
• Other factors  

o Target: waters 
o Force: the threat of military force 
o Actors: the Chinese government, PLA 
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o No Hard Stance, Publicity or Great Power Backing 
o No international support for Vietnam, no international opposition to China 

 

Case narrative and analysis 
Under the pressure from Beijing, Hanoi silently cancelled two deals with foreign oil 

companies in 2017-2018.  
In August 2017, “Spain’s Repsol said it had suspended oil drilling in a block off Vietnam, where 
the prospecting in South China Sea waters claimed by China had infuriated Beijing and brought 
Chinese pressure on Vietnam to stop…Drilling began in mid-June in Vietnam’s Block 136/3, 
which is licensed to Vietnam’s state oil firm, Spain’s Repsol and Mubadala Development Co. of 
the United Arab Emirates. The block lies inside the U-shaped “nine-dash line” that marks the vast 
area that China claims in the sea and overlaps what it says are its own oil concessions. China had 
urged a halt to the exploration work and a diplomatic source with direct knowledge of the situation 
said that the decision to suspend drilling was taken after a Vietnamese delegation visited Beijing.  
Foreign Policy magazine said…that China had threatened military action against Vietnam if it did 
not stop the drilling. It said that a decision to stop was made following acrimonious meetings of a 
divided politburo. Vietnam has not confirmed the suspension of drilling but last week defended its 
right to explore in the area. “Vietnam’s petroleum-related activities take place in the sea entirely 
under the sovereignty and jurisdiction of Vietnam established in accordance with international 
law,” Vietnamese Foreign Ministry spokeswoman Le Thi Thu Hang said. “Vietnam proposes all 
concerned parties to respect the legitimate rights and interests of Vietnam” (Rodríguez, 2017). 
“According to the industry source, Repsol executives were told...by the government in Hanoi that 
China had threatened to attack Vietnamese bases in the Spratly Islands if the drilling did not 
stop…The drilling expedition began last month in an area of sea about 400km (250 miles) off 
Vietnam's south-east coast. One analyst, who did not want to be named, estimated that Repsol has 
spent about $300m on developing the field so far” (Hayton, 2017a).  
“Hanoi has been looking to Washington for implicit backing to see off Beijing’s threats. At the 
same time, the Trump administration demonstrated that it either does not understand or sufficiently 
care about the interests of its friends and potential partners in Southeast Asia to protect them 
against China. Southeast Asian governments will conclude that the United States does not have 
their backs…After two and a half years of delay, it [Vietnam] finally granted Talisman Vietnam (a 
subsidiary of the Spanish energy firm Repsol) permission to drill for gas at the very edge of 
Hanoi’s exclusive economic zone (EEZ) in the South China Sea. Under mainstream interpretations 
of the U.N. Convention on the Law of the Sea (UNCLOS), Vietnam was well within its rights to do 
so. Under China’s idiosyncratic interpretation, it was not. China has never even put forward a clear 
claim to that piece of seabed. In mid-June, Talisman Vietnam set out to drill a deep-water 
“appraisal well” in Block 136-03 on what insiders believe is a billion-dollar gas field, only 50 miles 
from an existing Repsol operation. The Vietnamese government knew there was a risk that China 
might try to interfere and sent out coast guard ships and other apparently civilian vessels to protect 
the drillship.   
At first, China’s intervention was relatively diplomatic. The vice chairman of the Central Military 
Commission, Gen. Fan Changlong, visited Hanoi on June 18 and demanded an end to the drilling. 
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When Vietnam refused, he cancelled a joint meeting on border security (the 4th Border Defense 
Friendly Exchange) and went home. Reports from Hanoi say that, shortly afterward, the 
Vietnamese ambassador in Beijing was summoned to the Chinese Foreign Ministry and told, 
bluntly, that unless the drilling stopped and Vietnam promised never to drill in that part of the sea 
ever again, China would take military action against Vietnamese bases in the South China Sea…  
Back in Hanoi, the Politburo met to discuss what to do…The country needed cheap energy to fuel 
its economic growth and keep the Communist Party in power — but, at the same time, it was 
deeply dependent on trade with China...After two acrimonious meetings in mid-July, the decision 
was made: Vietnam would kowtow to Beijing and end the drilling. According to the same sources, 
the winning argument was that the Trump administration could not be relied upon to come to 
Hanoi’s assistance in the event of a confrontation with China... Reports from the region say a 
Chinese seismic survey vessel, the HYSY760, protected by a small flotilla, is on its way to the 
same area to examine the prospects for itself” (Hayton, 2017b).  

In March 2018, another termination happened at an oil exploration site in Vietnam’s EEZ, 
not far from the one in the 2017 incident, and again with Repsol company.  

Vietnam has halted an oil drilling project in the “Red Emperor” block off its southeastern coast 
licensed to Spanish energy firm Repsol following pressure from China…It would be the second 
time in less than a year that Vietnam has had to suspend a major oil development in the busy South 
China Sea waterway under pressure from China. A source with direct knowledge of the situation 
said government ministries in Vietnam had paused the project while the decision-making politburo 
debates whether to suspend or indefinitely terminate the contract. The decision, which hangs on 
whether the fees incurred by contract cancellation will exceed the cost of resisting Chinese 
pressure, is on hold until the politburo meets. A source with direct knowledge of the situation 
confirmed that the project, which is a joint venture with state oil company PetroVietnam, had been 
stopped following pressure from China. A source at Repsol told Reuters high-level executives had 
been discussing how to respond to the pressure, which had been applied both directly by China, 
and indirectly via Vietnam... Red Emperor, known in Vietnamese as the Ca Rong Do field, is part 
of Block 07/03 in the Nam Con Son basin, 440 km (273 miles) off the coast of Vietnam’s southern 
city of Vung Tau...But the block lies near the U-shaped “nine-dash line” that marks the vast area 
that China claims in the sea and overlaps what it says are its own oil concessions (Pearson & 
Gloystein, 2018). 
“Both the Repsol blocks lie within Vietnam’s claimed exclusive economic zone. A reasonable 
interpretation of international law would give it the right to the resources in the blocks. 
Unfortunately for Vietnam, China does not subscribe to that reasonable view. It is not yet clear 
what kind of threat was issued in the latest confrontation. But the Vietnamese decision did coincide 
with China’s deployment of a 40-ship naval flotilla off Hainan, just two days sailing from the drill 
location. This is the situation that Vietnamese leadership finds itself in: a huge neighbour is 
prepared to imply the use of military force to threaten Vietnam’s vital economic interests. 
What options does Hanoi have? For some years it has been trying to build up its naval deterrent 
capabilities with new ships, submarines and missiles. Vietnam could probably sink a few Chinese 
ships if it came to a fight, but the consequences for it — both military and economic — would be 
dire. By backing down over this oil drill Vietnam has demonstrated its lack of a credible naval 
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deterrent. Not even the visit of one of the mightiest warships on earth, the USS Carl Vinson, to Da 
Nang days before the scheduled start of Repsol’s oil drilling was sufficient to give Vietnam the 
confidence to ignore Chinese threats. Another option is diplomacy. In the days after the Repsol 
decision, the Chinese Foreign Minister Wang Yi visited Hanoi. Talks were friendly but there was a 
sharp disconnect in the official statements. The Chinese talked of ‘exploring feasible ways for joint 
development’ whereas the Vietnamese suggested that ‘the issues must be tackled in respect of … 
the United Nations Convention on the Law of the Sea’. Hanoi’s options are very limited. It, along 
with all the other Southeast Asian claimant states in the South China Sea, is still refusing to 
concede on the main Chinese demand for ‘joint development’. It continues to court international 
support and to engage China in discussions. But it does not seem to have a strategy to develop the 
resources that international law says rightfully belong to it. And the economic costs of this 
predicament are rising”.58  

In 2020, Vietnam had to compensate $1 billion to international oil companies for the 
termination of oil exploration in 2017 and 2018 due to Chinese pressure.  

…Vietnam’s state-owned energy company PetroVietnam will pay the money to Repsol of Spain 
and Mubadala of the United Arab Emirates in “termination” and “compensation” 
arrangements…The Russian energy company Rosneft has been forced to suspend its plans for 
drilling offshore, reportedly also because of Chinese pressure. China Coast Guard vessels have 
been operating in the area where the drilling was due to take place…One Western oil executive 
with long experience in the region told the BBC that he had “never seen so much political 
interference in the offshore oil and gas industry in the South China Sea…Repsol was once one of 
the largest players in Vietnam’s offshore industry, owning rights in 13 blocks of seabed. With 
minimal interests in China, Repsol appeared ready to withstand political pressure from Beijing. 
Two of its best development prospects were particularly bold: located at the far edge of Vietnam’s 
claimed exclusive economic zone (EEZ) and well within the U-shaped, nine-dashed line (Hayton, 
2020). 

The key takeaway is that when facing Beijing’s pressure on oil exploration by military threat 
(to the occupied islands in the Spratlys) without any support from great powers and the 
international community (despite foreign business involvement), Hanoi may have to back down 
even at a high economic cost.    

Case 260: Harassment of Hakuryu 5 rig and EEZ intrusion near Vanguard Bank (2019) 

Key factors  
• Date: June 16 – October 23, 2019 
• Reason for selection: typical, contradictory to case 291  
• Outcome: effective (no loss, same dispute position, better macro impact). 

 
58 Bill Hayton, “China’s intimidation in the South China Sea poses an economic threat to Vietnam,” East Asia 
Forum, April 25, 2018, accessed September 11, 2022, https://www.eastasiaforum.org/2018/04/25/chinas-
intimidation-in-the-south-china-sea-poses-an-economic-threat-to-vietnam/  

https://www.eastasiaforum.org/2018/04/25/chinas-intimidation-in-the-south-china-sea-poses-an-economic-threat-to-vietnam/
https://www.eastasiaforum.org/2018/04/25/chinas-intimidation-in-the-south-china-sea-poses-an-economic-threat-to-vietnam/
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• Policy factors: Hard Stance, Confrontation, Great Power Backing, Diplomacy, Publicity, 
Negotiation, Foreign Business 

• Other factors:  
o Target: waters 
o Force: the threat of force 
o Actors: the Chinese government, MLE, fishing vessels 
o International support for Vietnam, international opposition to China 

Case narrative and analysis 

Standoff with Chinese CCG and survey ship near the Vanguard Bank 
 
In 2019, Vietnam persistently confronted Chinese vessels in its EEZ  while conducting a 

successful international campaign for support against Chinese coercion.  
On June 16, 2019, “China Coast Guard (CCG) vessel Haijing 35111 began harassing the Hakuryu 
5, a semi-submersible rig [operated by Russia’s Rosneft], and its support ships in Vietnamese oil 
and gas block 06-01...[The Haijing 35111] has been patrolling an area of the seabed about 190 
nautical miles off the coast of southeastern Vietnam. The patrols are centered on oil and gas 
Block 06-01, which is situated northwest of Vanguard Bank on the Vietnamese continental shelf. 
It is 172 nautical miles from the nearest disputed high-tide feature, Spratly Island, and falls within 
China’s nine-dash line. Several additional vessels from both sides joined the standoff, which 
continued through October 23. On June 16, CCG vessel Haijing 35111 began patrolling oil and 
gas block 06-01, where it harassed Sea Meadow 29 and Crest Argus 5, two Vietnamese support 
vessels. On July 2, Haijing 35111 escalated the situation, passing within 100 meters between the 
two Vietnamese vessels at a high speed. Chinese survey vessel Haiyang Dizhi 8  arrived in early 
July to survey the area. It was escorted by four CCG vessels. Additional vessels, including the 
Haijing 3901 and Qiong Sansha Yu 00114, joined the escort intermittently. On July 4, 
Vietnamese maritime law enforcement vessels KN 468 and KN 472 began shadowing Haiyang 
Dizhi 8.  Over the course of the standoff, several CCG ships were deployed in succession to 
maintain the Chinese effort. The standoff ended on October 23 after Hakuryu 5 departed oil and 
gas block 06-01 and Haiyang Dizhi 8 and its escorts left the area. China Foreign Ministry 
spokespersons stated on multiple occasions that the Haiyang Dizhi 8 was operating in waters 
under China's jurisdiction. The Vietnam Ministry of Foreign Affairs officially protested the 
presence of the Haiyang Dizhi 8 and its escorts within Vietnam's exclusive economic zone. Major 
General Nguyen Minh Hoang stated that, over the course of the standoff, some 50 Vietnamese 
and 40 Chinese vessels were involved (Chubb, 2021a).  
“A satellite image from late August captured a Vietnam Fisheries Resource Surveillance vessel 
positioned between the Hakuryu 5, which was being serviced by an offshore supply vessel 
(identified via AIS as the Crest Argus 5), and CCG ship 5303. The 56-meter Vietnamese vessel is 
effectively unarmed and less than half the size of the 138-meter 5303, one of China’s advanced 
Type 818 Zhaoduan-class cutters which sports a 76-mm cannon…Today, natural gas from Block 
06-01’s Lan Do field provides up to 10 percent of Vietnam’s total energy needs…Russia’s 
Rosneft took over as operator of the block in 2013 when it acquired TNK-BP. In May 2018, 
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Rosneft contracted the Hakuryu-5, a semi-submersible rig owned by Japan Drilling Company, to 
drill a new production well in 06-01 at a second gas field called Lan Do. In response, China’s 
Ministry of Foreign Affairs warned that “no country, organization, company or individual can, 
without the permission of the Chinese government, carry out oil and gas exploration and 
exploitation activities in waters under Chinese jurisdiction. We urge relevant parties to earnestly 
respect China’s sovereign and jurisdictional rights and not do anything that could impact bilateral 
relations and regional peace and stability.” Apparently undeterred, Rosneft went ahead with the 
drilling at Lan Do and another field, Phong Lan Dai, in Block 06-01. In May 2019, Rosneft 
contracted the Hakuryu-5 to drill another well in 06-01. Satellite imagery above confirms that the 
rig was on-site by May 18. On July 3, the Haiyang Dizhi 8 began surveying a large area of seabed 
northeast of the standoff at Block 06-01…well within 200 nautical miles of Vietnam. The survey 
is being conducted up to 180 nautical miles from the nearest disputed high-tide feature, Spratly 
Island. The Haijing 37111 and two unidentified CCG ships have accompanied the Haiyang Dizhi 
8 since July 3. The 12,000-ton Haijing 3901, one of the world’s largest law enforcement vessels, 
was also on the scene but only transmitted AIS data on July 6 and 10. At least one known 
maritime militia vessel, the Qiong Sansha Yu 00114, also joined the escort, transmitting AIS 
signals from the area on July 13.  
Vietnam has responded to the survey by sending its own law enforcement vessels to shadow the 
Haiyang Dizhi 8. At least two, KN 468 and KN 472, left Cam Ranh Bay and have been following 
the survey ship since July 4. AIS data shows that the survey ship continues to operate, surrounded 
by its CCG escort which is boxing out the Vietnamese vessels attempting to intervene. At the 
same time, pressure is building on both sides to acknowledge and address the issue as more 
details leak out in public. Vietnam’s National Assembly Chairperson Nguyen Thi Kim Ngan 
visited China from July 8 to 12, giving both Hanoi and Beijing an incentive to keep a lid on the 
brewing crisis. But that is changing, with the Ministry of Foreign Affairs in Hanoi issuing its first, 
admittedly vague, response to questions about the situation on July 16, which reiterated 
Vietnam’s sovereign rights over its waters and seabed and noted that Vietnamese authorities were 
exercising those rights. No matter how these incidents develop, China’s actions show that Beijing 
is increasingly willing to employ coercion and the threat of force to block oil and gas operations 
by its neighbors, even while pursuing its own energy exploration in disputed waters” (AMTI, 
2019).  

Vietnam received international support in opposition to China  
In August 2019, U.S. State Department issued a statement expressing concern over China’s 

interference with Vietnam’s oil and gas activities in its EEZ, saying that the move called into 
question Beijing’s commitment to the peaceful resolution of maritime disputes. It was the first 
time the US had ever released such a strong statement against Chinese intrusion and harassment 
in Vietnam’s EEZ. “China’s redeployment of a government-owned survey vessel, together with 
armed escorts, into waters offshore Vietnam near Vanguard Bank on August 13, is an escalation 
by Beijing in its efforts to intimidate other claimants out of developing resources in the South 
China Sea (SCS),” said the statement. “The United States … strongly opposes any efforts by 
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China to threaten or coerce partner countries into withholding cooperation with non-Chinese 
firms, or otherwise harassing their cooperative activities.”59 

In September 2019, Vietnam renewed calls on China to withdraw from waters claimed by 
Vietnam, saying that the continued presence of the Chinese oil survey ship Haiyang Dizhi 8 and 
escort vessels in Vietnam’s exclusive economic zone (EEZ) violates Vietnam’s sovereign 
territory. “China’s intrusions into Vietnam’s EEZ challenge Vietnam’s jurisdiction and threaten 
peace and stability in the area, foreign ministry spokeswoman Le Thi Thu Hang said. “For all 
these reasons, Vietnam demands that China immediately stop this activity and remove the 
vessels,” Hang said, emphasizing that “Acts that hinder Vietnam’s oil and gas activities in its 
[own] waters are violations of international law and the UNCLOS.”  It was the third time that 
Hanoi demanded Beijing to withdraw from Vietnamese waters since the return of Chinese 
vessels on August 13.60   

At the United Nations General Assembly in New York also in the same month, Vietnamese 
Minister of Foreign Affairs Pham Binh Minh raised the tensions in the South China Sea, 
“Vietnam has on many occasions voiced its concerns over the recent complicated developments 
in the South China Sea, including serious incidents that infringe upon Vietnam’s sovereign rights 
and jurisdiction in our maritime zones as defined by UNCLOS” (Lipes, 2019).   

During a press conference in October 2019, Vietnamese spokesperson Le Thi Thu Hang 
reasserted Vietnamese rights based on international law, “Vietnam considers that all activities on 
the East Sea [the Vietnamese name for the South China Sea] must abide by the United Nations 
Convention on the Law of the Sea (UNCLOS), including respecting the sovereignty, sovereign 
rights and jurisdiction rights of coastal nations, as well as making practical contributions to the 
maintenance of peace and stability in the region.” She also stressed that "Vietnam resolutely 
protects its sovereignty and legal rights on the East Sea through methods allowed by 
international law" and that “the Vanguard Bank belongs to Vietnam and there is no dispute over 
this ownership.”61  

In November 2019, the US again accused China of intimidating SCS claimants. “China 
should not be able to dictate terms of use in the South China Sea to smaller nations who have 
their own claims to the strategic waterway”, stressed by U.S. National Security Adviser Robert 
O’Brien at the meeting with ASEAN. “Beijing has used intimidation to try to stop ASEAN 
nations from exploiting natural resources, blocking access to $2.5 trillion in oil and gas reserves 

 
59 “U.S. 'deeply concerned' by China's interference in Vietnam oil and gas activity,” Reuters, August 22, 2019, 
accessed September 11, 2022,  https://www.reuters.com/article/us-usa-vietnam-china/u-s-deeply-concerned-by-
chinas-interference-in-vietnam-oil-and-gas-activity-idUSKCN1VC1T3  
60 Richard Finney, “Chinese Ships Must Leave Vietnamese Waters, Hanoi Again Demands,” RFA, September 12, 
2019, accessed September 11, 2022, https://www.rfa.org/english/news/vietnam/leave-09122019171921.html  
61 Eugene Whong, “Vietnam Reasserts South China Sea Claims Amid Chinese Ship Onslaught,” RFA, October 3, 
2019, accessed September 11, 2022, https://www.rfa.org/english/news/vietnam/vn-vanguard-bank-china-
10032019170619.html  
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alone. These tactics go against the rules of respect, fairness and national law.”62 Likewise, US 
Defense Secretary Esper stressed, “China’s activities there are a threat not only to other 
claimants and the many Southeast Asian nations, but to all trading nations who value freedom of 
the seas, and the peaceful settlement of disputes”.63  

In a successful campaign for international assistance, “Vietnam’s call for support from the 
international community to assist in resolving the current standoff at Vanguard Bank received 
strong support from the United States. Japan, Australia and the European Union expressed 
serious concerns about recent developments without naming China.”64  

In this case, Vietnam reacted robustly to Chinese coercion by diplomacy and publicity. It 
seems that a combination of factors (Hard Stance, Confrontation, Great Power Backing, 
Diplomacy, Publicity, Negotiation, Foreign Business, international support for Vietnam, and 
international opposition to China) have achieved success. This could be a lesson for Vietnam and 
other SCS claimants to combat Chinese intrusion and harassment in their EEZ. The failure in the 
following case 291 is a counter-example when not all those factors exist in a very similar 
context.  

Case 291:  Harassment and EEZ intrusion near Vanguard Bank (2020) 

Key factors  
• Date: June 17 to December 1, 2020 
• Reason for selection: typical, contradictory to case 260  
• Outcome: ineffective (medium loss, worse dispute position, same macro impact). 
• Policy factors: Confrontation, Great Power Backing, Foreign Business 
• Other factors: 

o Target: waters 
o Force: the threat of force 
o Actors: the Chinese government, MLE 
o No Hard Stance, Diplomacy, or Publicity 
o International support for Vietnam, international opposition to China 

 
Case narrative and analysis 

Unlike the incident in 2019, Hanoi seemed to lose the battle against Chinese coercion again 
in its EEZ in 2020 even with confrontation on the ground.   

 
62 “US Accuses China of Intimidating Southeast Asian Nations Over South China Sea,” RFA, November 4, 2019, 
accessed September 11, 2022, https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/usa-asean-11042019195003.html   
63 “US, China Trade Criticism Over South China Sea,” RFA, November 19, 2019, accessed September 11, 2022, 
https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/us-southchinasea-11192019082641.html 
64 Carl Thayer, “The Vietnam-China Standoff at Vanguard Bank And The International Community,” RFA, October 
22, 2019, accessed September 11, 2022, https://www.rfa.org/english/commentaries/vietnam-vanguard-
10222019141147.html  
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In July 2020, “Vietnam has cancelled its contract with an oil rig originally meant to begin 
exploring at an oil field near Vanguard Bank, off Vietnam’s southeastern coast, the owner of the 
rig has confirmed. The cancellation comes as China exerts pressure on Southeast Asian nations 
that want to exploit resources in the South China with international partners. In the latest 
exhibition of that pressure, a China Coast Guard vessel is patrolling near another Vietnamese oil 
rig already in the area. It is being monitored by several Vietnamese coastguard ships, in what has 
the makings of another maritime standoff between the two powers…  
The Noble Clyde Boudreaux, an oil rig contracted by Vietnam to drill in the contentious oil block 
06-01, had its contract with Vietnam canceled according to a fleet status report uploaded to the 
Noble Corporation’s website. Its parent company received an undisclosed sum as 
compensation…There is no stated reason for the cancellation of the Clyde Boudreaux’s contract, 
but it comes at a time when China has stepped up its intrusions into Vietnamese waters, sending a 
survey vessel within 200 nautical miles of Vietnam’s coast on June 17 and more recently sending 
the China Coast Guard (CCG) vessel 5402 to the Vanguard Bank…Vessel tracking data shows the 
5402 remained at Vanguard Bank as of Monday morning [July 13], and several vessels with 
Vietnam’s Fisheries Resources Surveillance, a maritime law enforcement agency analogous to a 
coastguard, were surrounding it”.65 

The presence and actions of the CCG vessel were recorded by Automatic Identification 
System (AIS) data.  

A CCG ship was broadcasting AIS from Vanguard on 137 of the 153 days between July 1 and 
December 1. The submerged bank is near the site of a months-long standoff between China and 
Vietnam over oil and gas drilling in 2019. It had gone quiet until CCG vessels began persistent 
patrols in July. That coincides with Hanoi’s decision to cancel planned drilling in Block 06-01—
the site of the 2019 standoff. The persistent CCG patrols since then have been concentrated to the 
east of that block, near Vanguard Bank itself. On November 2, the 5204 came within five nautical 
miles of one of these stations during a loop around the bank. It also continued to veer off for 
regular patrols around Block 06-01. The new patrol route at Vanguard Bank is being facilitated by 
China’s base on Fiery Cross Reef (Asia Maritime Transparency, 2020c). 

Unlike previous incidents, this one involves a Russian company which may no longer deter 
Chinese coercion.  

The rig was due to drill for the Russian company Rosneft on Block 06-01, an area just north of 
Repsol’s former block, 07-03, and also within China’s U-shaped line. The new well was to be 
drilled in almost exactly the same place as an existing one – but to a deeper level. This is a site that 
has been in commercial production for 18 years as part of the Nam Con Son gas project, but China 
now feels able to prevent development there. In early July, a China Coast Guard vessel, Haijing 
5402, was observed “provocatively” maneuvering in the area of the proposed drill site… It had 
been assumed by most analysts that China would not want to antagonize Moscow by blocking 
Russian operations in Vietnam. Now it appears that Beijing feels just as comfortable scaring away 
Russians as it does western Europeans. There is also some mystery about Japanese operations off 
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Vietnam. Two Japanese companies, Idemitsu and Teikoku/Inpex, in partnership with 
PetroVietnam, are operating on two fields, Sao Vang and Dai Nguyet, that straddle the U-shaped 
line in Blocks 05-01b and 05-01c. They have completed development drilling and preparatory 
work but have yet to install their main extracting equipment. Idemitsu says it expects to 
“commence producing gas and condensate in the third quarter of 2020” but they are keeping very 
quiet about what progress they are making…Incidents like these are a key reason why the U.S. 
government issued a new statement on the South China Sea last week. In that statement, Secretary 
of State Mike Pompeo described China’s “campaign of bullying” to control offshore resources 
across most of the South China Sea as “completely unlawful.” The statement suggests the United 
States is willing to help countries like Vietnam protect their offshore oil and gas industry against 
Chinese intervention (Hayton, 2020). 

In this new round of Chinese coercion, the international support did not help Hanoi avoid the 
economic loss.  

In July, “Australia, Japan, and the United States have taken a thinly veiled verbal swipe at China’s 
provocative conduct in the South China Sea, decrying what they called “dangerous or coercive” use 
of coastguard vessels and maritime militia and efforts to disrupt oil exploration. The allied nations 
issued the strong joint statement after their defense ministers met in Washington to discuss security 
in the Indo-Pacific as they step up cooperation in the face of an increasingly assertive China. In the 
latest sign of that, Japan’s navy drilled in the South China Sea with two U.S. aircraft carriers. 
Australian Minister for Defence Linda Reynolds, Japanese Minister of Defense Kono Taro and 
U.S. Secretary of Defense Mark Esper primarily discussed the ongoing COVID-19 pandemic, but 
also underlined the importance of a free and open Indo-Pacific. The ministers “expressed serious 
concern about recent incidents, including the continued militarization of disputed features, 
dangerous or coercive use of coast guard vessels and ‘maritime militia,’ and efforts to disrupt other 
countries’ resource exploitation activities,” the joint statement said.  Although the statement did not 
explicitly mention China, the statement follows a sequence of Chinese actions that have unnerved 
its neighbors. That includes the recent deployment of survey ships into Malaysian and Vietnamese 
waters, widely viewed as an attempt to pressure those nations out of exploring for oil with 
international partners”.66  

Vietnam apparently had to suffer from economic loss (due to cancelling the oil contract and 
termination of the oil exploration) and a worse dispute position in its EEZ despite no large 
domestic impact.  

This case (failure) and case 260 in 2019 (success) share similarities. Both include Chinese 
coercive harassment of the oil exploration in the same area – bloc 06-01 in Vietnam’s EEZ near 
the Vanguard Bank – which lies in the nine-dash line claimed by China against UNCLOS. Both 
have Confrontation, Great Power Backing, Foreign Business, international support for Vietnam 
and opposition to China. The difference is no Hard Stance, Diplomacy or Publicity from 
Vietnam in this case. Instead of strong reactions as in 2019, Vietnam quietly backed down by 
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cancelling the oil contract, leading to the failure in countering China. It may be speculated that 
the country was focusing on the combat against COVID and did not want to overstretch 
resources. Another reason is that Vietnamese leadership was too busy with domestic politics to 
prepare for the upcoming Vietnamese Communist Party Congress in January 2021, and a conflict 
with China in the EEZ may cause more trouble than credit to the Vietnamese leaders.     

In any case, the lesson from case 260 may be worthwhile for Vietnam or other SCS claimants 
to cope with Chinese aggression by combining a hard stance, diplomacy, publicity, 
confrontation, great power backing and international support.  

Philippines 

Case 77: Mischief seizure (1994-1995) 

Key factors  
• Date: late 1994 to 1995 
• Reason for selection: exceptional (extreme value, large consequence)  
• Outcome: ineffective (high loss, worse dispute position, worse macro impact). 
• Policy factors: Military, Diplomacy, Publicity 
• Other factors: 

o Target: islands  
o Force: the threat of force 
o Actors: the Chinese government, PLAN  
o High strategic value for China 
o No Hard Stance or Confrontation  
o No Great Power Backing, especially from the US ally 
o International support for the Philippines, especially from ASEAN   
o No international opposition to China 
o Domestic tension  

Case narrative and analysis 
In 1994, the US closed its military bases in the Philippines, opening another window of 

opportunity for Beijing to advance its strategy of coercive expansionism, after setting the 
foothold in six features Spratlys in the 1980s through different operations including the armed 
clash with Vietnam.  

“Sometime in the late fall of 1994, China occupied a seventh feature in the Spratlys, the aptly 
named Mischief Reef. In February 1995, Philippine fishermen reported that China had erected 
structures on the reef, where Chinese boats were anchored. Although this reef was occupied 
without armed conflict, it brought renewed attention to the Spratlys dispute and China’s potential 
for aggression...Mischief Reef lies in the eastern part of the archipelago. As China’s other 
features are all in the far west, occupation of this reef broadened the scope of waters over which 
China could claim effective control” (Fravel, 2008). China “claims the buildings are “shelters for 
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fishermen”. However, the Philippine government publishes pictures of several Chinese navy 
supply vessels and a submarine-support ship around the reef. Chinese warships drive off 
Philippine ships attempting to reach the island” (Pham, 2016). 

The Philippines responded slowly without any strong protest or confrontation while being 
told lies by Beijing until its eventual showdown with public recognition of the military 
occupation followed by coercive actions ever since, as described by Hayton below.   

 “…a navy plane was sent out but apparently failed to find any evidence of bunkers on stilts. The 
Chinese went into a different form of denial: there’d been no incident at all with a fishing boat, 
they said, and there was no base on Mischief Reef. But by 9 February the Ramos government had 
photographic proof to show the world’s press and the Chinese story changed too. Yes, there were 
structures, they admitted, but they’d been built by the fisheries administration, not the navy. 
However, that didn’t seem to explain the presence of satellite dishes on the huts or the eight armed 
navy transport vessels around the reef. Then they told the Philippine authorities that the base had 
been built by ‘low- ranking’ naval personnel without proper authorisation. But the idea that 
hundreds of tons of wood and steel, prefabricated housing units, communications equipment and all 
the men and materials required to set up the four bases could be transported hundreds of kilometres 
without official permission was ludicrous. 
The reaction in Manila was furious, made worse by a sense of impotence. It wasn’t until a fortnight 
after Ramos demonstrated that Chinese naval forces had managed to build a base 209  kilometres 
offshore without anyone noticing that Congress finally found the time to debate the plan [of 
military modernization]. The Modernization Act was approved within days but the resolution to 
actually implement it wasn’t passed for almost two further years. (In 1997, as a result of the Asian 
financial crisis, most of the funding would disappear anyway.) In February 1995, because of the 
delays, Ramos had no military option. He was being lied to by Beijing. The United States, still 
upset about the termination of the bases agreement and more worried by events in Bosnia, wasn’t 
rushing to help. He turned instead to his neighbours.  
It was a turning point. Up until January 1995, Chinese expansion in the South China Sea had only 
really affected Vietnam – and at times when Hanoi was internationally isolated. The features China 
had seized were all either in the Paracels or along the western side of the Spratlys, far from the 
other claimants. But by taking Mischief Reef on the eastern side, China had, for the first time, 
encroached into waters claimed by a member of ASEAN. After the Chinese move, not just the 
Philippines but Malaysia, Brunei and Indonesia all felt directly threatened. Vietnam, due to join 
ASEAN that July, was also lobbying for a firm stand. Even Singapore, usually keen to keep on the 
right side of Beijing, was concerned. But ASEAN didn’t have a military option either: none of its 
members were prepared to risk hostilities with China. Sanctions were out too, so instead, on 18 
March, it issued a strongly worded statement expressing its ‘serious concern’, calling upon all 
parties to ‘refrain from taking actions that destabilize the region and threaten the peace and security 
of the South China Sea’ and specifically calling for an ‘early resolution of the problems caused by 
the recent developments in Mischief Reef ’. This was pretty tough talk by ASEAN standards but it 
had no effect out at sea: the bunkers remained on their stilts. China kept stonewalling. In April, at 
the first ever ASEAN–China Forum, which might have been the obvious place to discuss the 
matter, Beijing simply refused to have it on the agenda. Instead it was raised, and by all accounts 
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quite forcefully, at an informal meeting beforehand. The Philippine government said it was pleased 
with the support, but still the structures remained on the reef.  
Beijing refused to discuss the issue at the official regional meetings that Ramos would have 
preferred. The refusal obliged Ramos to agree to China’s preferred channel – bilateral discussions – 
instead, and in August the two sides agreed a ‘code of conduct’ to avoid future incidents: more 
statements, more paper, but still no practical change. From the outset, China offered the Philippines 
joint development of the oil prospects in the areas it claimed – asking the Philippines, in effect, to 
recognise its territorial rights in the Spratlys. This policy – which has been termed ‘occupy and 
negotiate’ or, more pithily, ‘take and talk’ – is something that none of the other claimants have 
been prepared to accept.  
So why did China occupy Mischief Reef in late 1994? The initial trigger may well have been the 
Philippine announcement of plans for oil and gas development. But there were internal reasons too. 
The Singapore- based regional analyst Ian Storey argued that it was the result of jockeying for 
power within the upper echelons of the Chinese Communist Party as Deng Xiaoping’s faculties 
diminished. Deng’s chosen successor, Jiang Zemin, was not a military man and needed support 
from the PLA leadership and more nationalist factions if he was to reach the top spot. In 1994, 
Deng’s other protege, Admiral Liu, was a key member of the Politburo Standing Committee and 
Vice- Chair of the Central Military Commission – the two key bodies in Chinese politics. It seems 
highly likely that he would have seen the occupation of Mischief Reef as a key part of his ‘green 
water’ strategy and that an astute politician like Jiang would have fully supported it” (Hayton, 
2014, pp. 86-88). 

Like case 4 and case 47 (the Paracels and Spratlys battles) this case re-illustrates an 
ineffective counter-coercion when the target (island) is of high strategic value for China yet 
without great power backing. Similar to the forceful occupation of islands in the 1970s and 
1980s, China exploited the opportunity from SCS nations’ domestic tension and regional 
geopolitics in favor of its actions (no harsh response from the US or other great powers). 
Externally, the US as the military ally of the Philippines took neither interest nor support for its 
ally in countering Beijing. Domestically, the Philippines had internal conflicts over the priority 
on enhancing military capability. After the end of the Cold War in 1991, Congress did not 
approve the modernization of the Philippine military until this very occupation of Mischief Reef, 
which was too late. Likely because of those dynamics, Manila took neither a hard stance through 
diplomatic protest or publicity nor confrontation on the ground, despite support from ASEAN.  

 

Case 88: Philippines’ Kota/Loaita Rock (1997) 

Key factors  
• Date: April to September 23, 1997 
• Reason for selection: contradictory to cases 4 and 316.  
• Outcome: effective (no loss, same dispute position, same macro impact). 
• Policy factors: Hard Stance, Military, Confrontation, Diplomacy and Publicity. 
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• Other factors: 
o Target: islands  
o Force: the threat of force 
o Actors: the Chinese government, PLAN, fishing vessels   
o No Great Power Backing, especially from the US ally 
o No high strategic value to China 
o International support for the Philippines  
o No international opposition to China 

 
Case narrative and analysis 

Two years after the loss of Mischief Reef to China, the Philippines may have learnt the 
lesson and adopted a harder line on Chinese coercion.  

“In December 1996, Philippines upgraded its capabilities in the Spratlys to prepare for a possible 
conflict with China.” Also in the same month, “the Philippines lobbies unsuccessfully to get the 
issue onto the agenda of US-Philippines mutual defense board meetings [no great power backing], 
and follows this up by disclosing this to the media...Four months later, in April 1997, four armed 
Chinese vessels were spotted in the Spratly Islands and cruised near Kota and Panata Islands where 
Philippine troops are stationed. In response, Philippines scrambled fighter jets for patrol missions. 
Furthermore, they consequently deployed an additional company of marines (approximately 200 
men). Philippine forces were also placed on alert in response to the sightings of Chinese warships 
and a newly built hut like structure on an unnamed reef. Philippines also deployed naval vessels to 
the disputed Scarsborough Shoal and blocked the entry of three non-governmental Chinese boats 
into the area in, again, April 1997.  
On May 2, 1997, China withdrew four armed vessels from near the two islands that the Philiippines 
is claiming, after Manila protested to Beijing that it was trespassing. China abandoned a hut-like 
structure there and a Chinese fishing vessel remained in the areas. On May 7, 1997: Philippines 
protests against PLAN warships approaching two features - Kota (Loaita Island) and Panata 
(Lankiam).  
In June 1997, Philippines blasted concrete slabs and pulled up buoys at Sabina (Xianbin) Reef in 
the Spratly Islands. In the same month, Philippine navy patrolmen fired warning shots at a Chinese 
fishing vessel near Kota Island and Spratly Islands. In the next month, Philippines arrested at least 
23 Chinese and Hong Kong fishermen because of "illegal entry and illegal fishing." Chinese 
Embassy secretary said China would consider official protest. On September 23, 1997, the 
fishermen were released (Chubb, 2021a, 2022). 

In this series of incidents, the Philippines seems to take the upper hand with tough reactions 
to the Chinese. Unlike (or probably with the lessons from) the Mischief Reef disaster 2 years 
previously, Manila acted promptly, determinedly and strongly against China with military 
actions that rarely appeared before or even later. Despite also no great power backing like in the 
Mischief Reef, confrontation and a hard stance made the difference and China had to back down. 
Another reason for the success is likely the tension between China and the US, still a military 
ally of the Philippines, over the Taiwan Straits just the year before that caused negative 
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geopolitical impacts on China. Beijing obviously may not want to get in further trouble with the 
US and regional countries that may obscure its robust economic development. Moreover, the 
occupation of Mischief Reef just two years before still cause great concerns to Manila and other 
SCS claimants. All these factors may explain many successful counter-coercion cases of the 
Philippines against China in the late 1990s.    

Compared to case 4 (the Paracels in 1974), the key difference is the US-Philippine security 
alliance that South Vietnam did not have. Although there is no public great power backing in 
both cases, the existence of such an alliance is a deterrence to any Chinese armed attack on the 
Philippine armed forces not only on the islands but in its waters. In fact, all of China’s coercive 
behaviors have avoided any direct armed conflicts with the Philippine military to date (unlike its 
use of brute force against Vietnam in the Paracels and Spratlys battles). Instead, Beijing adopts 
grey-zone tactics with fait-accompli occupation or confrontation with Coast Guards and 
maritime militia to Manila.   

Another key difference is the strategic value (to Chinese security and dominating power in 
the SCS) of the Kota/Loaita rock is much smaller than the Paracels (or Spratlys) or Mischief 
Reef.  

Case 146: Philippine fishermen attacked at Jackson Atoll (2011) 

Key factors  
• Date: February 25, 2011 
• Reason for selection: typical, value variation (Philippine target: fishing vessel) 
• Outcome: ineffective (no loss, worse dispute position, same macro impact). 
• Policy factors: Diplomacy and Publicity. 
• Other factors: 

o Target: vessels 
o Force: brute force 
o Actors: the Chinese government, PLAN  
o No Hard Stance, Military or Confrontation 
o No Great Power Backing, especially from the US ally 
o International support for the Philippines, no international opposition to China 

 
Case narrative and analysis 

Before the 2000s, most of the conflicts between Beijing and Manila in the Spratlys were 
direct encounters between China’s fishing vessels and the Philippine authorities, except for 
several high-profile incidents like the seizure of Mischief Reef in 1994. In most of the 
encounters, the Filipino often took an upper hand by chasing and arresting Chinese fishermen. 
However, the situation has changed dramatically since the mid-2000s, with Philippine fishermen 
harassed and assaulted by Chinese vessels in their EEZs and traditional fishing ground.  
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In February 2011, “a Chinese naval vessel fired shots at three Philippine fishing vessels near 
Jackson Atoll in the disputed Spratly Islands… The Chinese naval vessel Dongguan 560 
instructed Philippine fishing vessels to leave the area around Jackson Atoll... The Jaime DLS, 
Mama Lydia DLS, and Maricris 12 began to vacate the area when the Chinese naval vessel 
allegedly fired shots at the fishing boats. China denied that it had fired upon the fishermen, and 
called on the Philippines to cease oil exploration missions in the disputed sea. The Philippines 
protested the incident” (Chubb, 2021a).  

“This is Chinese Warship 560. You are in the China territory. Leave the area immediately." Upon 
hearing this warning through a marine band radio, three Philippine boats fishing in Quirino, or 
Jackson atoll, a Philippine-claimed islet off Palawan in the disputed Spratly Islands, scampered 
away. But the Chinese warship still fired three shots at the vessels F/V Jaime DLS, F/V Mama 
Lydia DLS and F/V Maricris 12. The Philippine Navy later identified the Chinese warship as 
Dongguan, a Jianghu-V Class missile frigate. The incident in the South China Sea happened on 
Feb. 25—before March when the Philippine-commissioned seismic vessel was reportedly harassed 
in Reed Bank in western Palawan and before the Chinese vessels laid steel posts and a buoy in May 
in the Amy Douglas (Iroquois) Bank southwest of Reed Bank which Manila said is within its 200-
mile exclusive economic zone. Yet while the Philippine government protested the March and May 
incidents, one by note verbale another verbally, it did no such thing about the February incident.  
…A military report seen by VERA Files said that on Feb. 25, while anchored at Jackson atoll, the 
three Philippine fishing boats were approached by the Chinese warship, which introduced itself 
through a marine band radio and demanded that the Filipino fishermen leave at once. F/V Maricris 
12, however, experienced trouble removing its anchor, and its captain, Russel De la Cruz, pleaded 
with the Chinese warship, also through a marine band radio to “please wait for a while." “However, 
the Chinese warship repeatedly answered, ‘I will shoot you.’ Then, De la Cruz heard three 
consecutive gunshots and saw the projectiles hit the surface of the water 0.3 nautical miles away 
from the position of F/V Maricris," the military report said. F/V Maricris 12 had to cut its anchor 
lines in order to flee from what it sensed was imminent danger. The gunshots were also heard by 
F/V Jaime DLS, which reported the incident by radio to the Philippine Navy detachment on Lawak 
Island which, in turn, relayed it to the Naval Station on Pag-Asa island until it reached the Naval 
Forces West headquarters in Palawan. The three beleaguered fishing vessels proceeded to the 
Philippine-occupied Lawak where they sought refuge for two days. The Chinese warship was later 
sighted southeast of Lawak toward Patag Island, also held by the Philippines. According to the 
military report, when F/V Maricris 12 returned to Jackson atoll on Feb. 28 to retrieve its anchor, it 
sighted three Chinese fishing vessels colored blue, red and green, exploiting the marine resources 
in the area…  
Defense Secretary Voltaire Gazmin expressed alarm at the increasing Chinese incursions in the 
hotly contested Spratly Islands. “The incursions are rising. This means they are positioning 
themselves in areas that are ours but are unguarded. In other words, they want to plant flags to 
claim these places," (Jamandre, 2011).  

In this case, the Philippines adopts only Diplomacy and Publicity yet without Hard Stance, 
Confrontation, Military, or Great Power Backing. As a result, the response is ineffective.  
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Case 259: Philippine fishing vessel sunk by a Chinese vessel in Reed Bank (2019) 

Key factors  
• Date: June 9, 2019 
• Reason for selection: exceptional, contradictory to case 146, value variation (Philippine 

target: fishing vessel) 
• Outcome: effective (low loss, same dispute position, better macro impact). 
• Policy factors: Hard Stance, Diplomacy and Publicity. 
• Other factors: 

o Target: vessels 
o Force: brute force 
o Actors: the Chinese government and fishing vessel 
o No Military or Confrontation 
o No Great Power Backing, especially from the US ally 
o International support for the Philippines, no international opposition to China 

Case narrative and analysis 
In the 2010s, there were many actions of Chinese coercion and harassment on Filipino 

fishermen, but the incident of sinking the Philippine fishing vessel near the Reed Bank in 2019 
was unprecedented for two reasons. First, it was a rare action that a Chinese fishing vessel, very 
likely a maritime militia as investigated by AMTI (Asia Maritime Transparency, 2019), brutally 
rammed and sank a Philippine fishing vessel and then left 22 Filipino fishermen for their lives at 
night. Second, China, as always, denied the responsibility and blamed the Filipinos, but after a 
series of Philippines’ hardline diplomatic actions together with international support, a local 
Chinese organization issued a letter of apology and compensation. It has been likely the first time 
a Chinese organization apologized and offered compensation to the fishermen in SCS nations 
harassed or assaulted by Chinese vessels.  

A Chinese vessel, Yuemaobinyu 42212, rammed and sank Philippine fishing vessel F/B Gimver 1 
near Reed Bank on June 9, 2019. Philippine fishing boat F/B Gim-Ver 1 was anchored near Reed 
Bank in the Spratly Islands when it was approached by Yuemaobinyu 42212, a steel-hulled vessel 
reported to be part of China’s maritime militia [or at least not a normal commercial ship]. 
Yuemaobinyu 42212 rammed and sank F/B Gim-Ver 1.  The incident left 22 Filipino fishermen 
stranded until they were later rescued by a Vietnamese fishing vessel. On June 13, the Chinese 
Foreign Ministry downplayed the incident as an “ordinary maritime accident.” Then, on June 14, 
the Chinese Embassy in the Philippines blamed the incident on Filipino fishermen. On June 14, the 
Philippine Department of Foreign Affairs filed a diplomatic protest with China. Several officials, 
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including President Rodrigo Duterte, also commented on the incident. On August 28, an apology 
letter from the owner of the Chinese ship was released.67    

Following the incident, on June 14 the United States issued a statement condemning coercion 
and intimidation for maritime claims, highlighting that “We support lawful uses of the sea, 
respect for international law, unimpeded lawful commerce, and peace and stability. We urge all 
parties to refrain from using coercion and intimidation to assert their territorial and maritime 
claims.” 68 

“On the international front, a diplomatic protest was immediately filed and the matter has 
been raised before the International Maritime Organization in London. Furthermore, speaking 
before the 25th anniversary of the commemoration of the entry into force of the United Nations 
Convention on the Law of the Sea (UNCLOS) in New York, Foreign Affairs Secretary Teodoro 
Locsin called the abandonment of distressed people at sea a “felony.” In the recent ASEAN 
Summit in Bangkok, Duterte expressed disappointment over delays in the conclusion of a 
regional maritime code of conduct.”69 

On June 12, Philippine defense secretary Delfin Lorenzana criticized the Chinese for abandoning 
the Filipino fishermen to the mercy of the sea, saying that “the cowardly action of the Chinese 
fishing vessel that abandoned the Filipino fishermen is not the expected action from a responsible 
and friendly people.” He called for a formal investigation of the incident and appealed to 
authorities to take the appropriate diplomatic steps. On June 14, the Department of Foreign Affairs 
filed a formal diplomatic protest with Beijing over the Chinese fishing vessel’s actions. 
A day earlier, the Chinese foreign ministry had dismissively called the incident “an ordinary 
maritime traffic accident.” Spokesperson Geng Shuang castigated the Philippines for politicizing 
the incident without verification. Philippine Navy Vice-Admiral Robert Emperdrad responded by 
insisting that the incident was not an accident. He explained, “the Filipino boat was anchored. 
Based on the international rules of the road, it had the privilege because it could not evade an 
incoming ship. So the boat was rammed. This is not a normal incident.” 
Philippine Supreme Court Justice Antonio Carpio has insisted that the Reed Bank incident was 
likely an operation by the Chinese maritime militia designed to drive away Filipino fishing boats 
from the Spratly Islands, similar to the way China treats Vietnamese fishing in the Paracels. In a 
June 14 statement, Carpio argued that ordinary fishing vessels would not engage in ramming of 
other boats for fear of damaging their own vessels. He noted that Chinese militia vessels often 
loiter near Philippine-occupied Thitu Island and other features in the Spratlys to intimidate the 
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Filipino occupants of those features, but called the ramming of the Gem-Ver 1 a “quantum 
escalation of China’s aggressive acts against the Philippines.” 
The usually outspoken President Duterte, however, was conspicuously silent about the Reed Bank 
incident in the immediate aftermath. He broke his silence on June 17 to declare the sinking a “little 
maritime accident,” echoing the Chinese foreign ministry’s statement and contradicting those of his 
defense secretary, the vice admiral of the Philippine Navy, the captain of the Gem-Ver 1, and the 
owner of the Vietnamese fishing vessel who rescued the 22 Filipino crew members.  
The Reed Bank collision follows a series of worrying incidents that have put domestic pressure on 
the Duterte administration to take a tougher line on China. In late July 2018, the Philippine 
government expressed its concern to China over the increase in offensive radio warnings against 
Philippine aircraft and ships operating near Chinese-held features in the South China Sea. On 
August 15, 2018, Duterte criticized China for its island-building activities and called on it to 
temper its behavior in the South China Sea. In early April 2019, the Department of Foreign Affairs 
filed a diplomatic protest with China over the presence of more than two hundred suspected militia 
vessels around Thitu Island. After the sinking of the Gem-Ver 1, opposition politicians have urged 
Duterte to take a stronger stand against China by recalling the Philippine ambassador from Beijing 
to show how serious he is about defending the country’s maritime rights as well as the safety of 
Filipino fisherfolk. His response has instead shown that he is willing to compromise both in order 
to safeguard his increasingly fragile rapprochement with China.70  

This case shares similarities with case 146: brute force to Philippine fishermen, use of 
Diplomacy and Publicity; no Great Power Backing; no Military or Confrontation; international 
support for the Philippines (yet no opposition to China). However, the difference is that Hard 
Stance adopted for a long time with China by different Philippine agencies, together with 
diplomacy and publicity condemning Chinese inhumane behavior, has led to the eventual 
success (despite China’s denial and downplay of the incident in the beginning).     

Case 161: Scarborough Shoal occupation (2012) 

Key factors  
• Date: April 8 – June 15, 2012 
• Reason for selection: exceptional (large consequence), rare action 
• Outcome: ineffective (high loss, worse dispute position, worse macro impact). 
• Policy factors: Hard Stance (in the beginning), Military, Great Power Backing, 

Confrontation, Diplomacy, Negotiation and Publicity. 
• Other factors: 

o Target: island 
o Force: limited force 
o Actors: the Chinese government, PLA, MLE, fishing vessel 

 
70  Renato Cruz de Castro, “Incident at Reed Bank: A Crisis in the Philippines’ China Policy,” Asia Maritime 
Transparency Initiative, June 20, 2019, accessed September 12, 2022, https://amti.csis.org/incident-at-reed-bank-a-
crisis-in-the-philippines-china-policy/   
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o High strategic value for China 
o No Hard Stance till the end 
o International support for the Philippines (including the failed mediation by US 

ally) 
o No international opposition to China 

Case narrative and analysis 
This case should be highlighted as it was China’s latest coercive action to seize a disputed 

feature (this time, a reef) in the SCS by limited force.   
On April 10, the Philippines deployed the BRP Gregorio del Pilar to arrest Chinese fishermen for 
poaching and illegal fishing. China Marine Surveillance vessels CMS 75 and CMS 84 arrived and 
prevented the arrest of the fishermen. The BRP Gregorio del Pilar left Scarborough Shoal, but the 
standoff between the Philippines and China continued for 10 weeks. Negotiations occurred, 
including some with U.S. involvement, which failed to restore the status quo ante. China has 
controlled access to Scarborough Shoal since the standoff.  China filed an official diplomatic 
protest over the standoff, and rebuked Philippine sovereignty claims: “It is China that first 
discovered this island, gave it the name, incorporated it into its territory, and exercised jurisdiction 
over it." The Philippines summoned the Chinese ambassador and filed official diplomatic protests, 
but stated that it would continue to “assert sovereignty” over the area.”71 Although China had never 
intervened to prevent Philippine government personnel from carrying out these operations in the 
past, they attempted to do so for the first time, resulting in a standoff.72  
After weeks of discussions, demarches and negotiations, U.S. officials in mid-June brokered what 
they thought was a deal for a mutual withdrawal. Exhausted, outnumbered and lacking viable 
alternatives, Manila withdrew its remaining ships under the facing-saving auspices of an oncoming 
typhoon. China, on the other hand, failed to comply with the agreed-upon deadline and retained its 
maritime vessels at the shoal, where they remain today on near-constant patrol (Ratner, 2013a).  
Despite initial de-escalations, the two sides could not agree on the terms of a total withdrawal. 
Manila then announced that it would seek international arbitration as well as help from ASEAN 
and the United States. Beijing criticized these attempts to “internationalize” the dispute but then 
withdrew its vessels unilaterally. When the Philippines did not reciprocate, China gradually 
escalated, sending back its coast guard and fishermen and occasionally harassing Philippine 
vessels. On April 30, the United States offered support for its treaty ally but chose not to intervene 
directly. In May, China imposed a quarantine on what it claimed were infected Philippine fruit 
imports, yet many believed it was using economic coercion as a tool in the maritime dispute. 
Facing increasing pressure, the Philippine president empowered a backdoor negotiator to work with 
Beijing. Meanwhile, Washington became involved in brokering official negotiations. Reports differ 

 
71 China Power Team. "Are Maritime Law Enforcement Forces Destabilizing Asia?" China Power. August 18, 
2016. Updated August 26, 2020. Accessed February 22, 2021. https://chinapower.csis.org/maritime-forces-
destabilizing-asia/. The South China Sea Incident Data attached to the article is downloaded (July 31, 2021) at 
https://chinapower.csis.org/data/raw-incident-data/ 
72 Asia Maritime Transparency Initiative, "Fishing Moratorium Incident Tracker : 2012-2017", CSIS, July 7, 2017, 
accessed October 19, 2021,  https://amti.csis.org/fishing-troubled-waters/       
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on whether China actually agreed to a final mutual withdrawal, under what terms, and through 
which diplomatic channel. Yet on June 15, the Philippines’ vessels left the shoal while China’s 
either remained or quickly returned and began denying entry to Filipino fishermen, resulting in a de 
facto seizure of control by Beijing (Green, 2017). 
According to Philippine records, PRC law enforcement ships began increasing the number of law-
enforcement and fishing boats at the shoal and using coercive tactics to exclude Philippine boats 
from the area starting in early May. This was accompanied by informal economic sanctions: 
“quarantining shipments of Philippine bananas and suspending tourism booked through PRC state-
run travel agencies, which have a near monopoly on the Chinese outbound tourism market. The 
ongoing enforcement of policies established at this time has involved subsequent coercive actions, 
including the use of water cannon against Philippine vessels approaching the shoal…  
The Scarborough standoff resulted from a confluence of circumstances, some intended, some 
serendipitous. First of all, PRC fisheries authorities had been “actively guiding” China’s fishing 
fleet to head to the atoll since at least 2008, increasing the likelihood of interaction with Philippine 
authorities. The fishing boats at the shoal in April 2012, at least two of which were skippered by 
squad leaders from the Tanmen Maritime Militia, had traveled there with the aid of state subsidies. 
Confrontation followed the Philippine military’s decision to dispatch its largest naval vessel to 
investigate the Chinese fishing activities first spotted by an airborne patrol on 8 April. The next key 
link in the causal chain was the emergency distress call system that had been installed recently on 
the PRC fishing boats. This enabled the crews to alert authorities in Hainan instantaneously of the 
situation using the Beidou satellite navigation system that had entered service in December 2011. 
The Philippine naval personnel’s decision to return to Gregorio del Pilar then created a narrow time 
window within which PRC maritime law-enforcement authorities could arrive to prevent the 
arrests. Finally, the ability of CMS ships Haijian 75 and Haijian 84 to accomplish this task was a 
direct result of their being in the area on a “regular rights-defense patrol” at the time. This program 
of regular patrolling, introduced in 2007, had been strengthened in the Scarborough Shoal area in 
2009 and 2011. 
Beneath this array of proximate causes, increased maritime administrative capabilities were a major 
factor behind the change in China’s behavior. Beijing’s responses to this type of situation probably 
had not been tested since 2006, the last time Manila arrested Chinese fishermen there. The PRC’s 
level of activity around the shoal had been increasing since around 2007. There was increased 
patrolling and fishing activity in 2008, 2009, and 2011; stronger public statements about the feature 
by MFA spokespersons; and even a newly supportive attitude toward Chinese ham-radio 
enthusiasts broadcasting from the feature…The large, fast patrol boats that arrived in time to rescue 
the fishing crews were both recent additions to the CMS fleet. These ships were vital to the 
“regular rights-defense patrol” program that resulted in their being located close enough to the 
scene to intervene in the incident in April.  The crucial role of the newly operational Beidou 
satellite system, with its unique Short Message Service (known as SMS) text message–transmission 
function, showed further how improved technological capabilities augment a state’s ability to 
administer disputed maritime spaces. With the development of these specific capabilities, it is not 
surprising that CCP policy makers’ attitude toward the issue changed between 2006 and 2012… 
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Before the standoff at Scarborough Shoal began, the PRC’s policy for handling fisheries incidents 
there had not been tested since 2006. Improvement in its material capabilities since that time 
directly enabled China’s actions. Increased economic might, technological infrastructure, and 
maritime law-enforcement capabilities designed to meet the UNCLOS era were important 
permissive factors for Beijing to opt for the observed course of gray-zone action. Furthermore, the 
shoal’s aquatic resources had increased in value owing to declining coastal fish stocks. The 
decision to confront the Philippines and commence the April standoff may have involved an 
element of policy entrepreneurship from ambitious SOA party chief Liu Cigui (with support from 
the PLAN) or it may have reflected Xi Jinping’s personal leadership style, but there is little reason 
to believe that any relevant policy players thought it should have been handled differently. (Chubb, 
Chinese Nationalism and the Gray Zone) 
“In October 2012, Chinese Foreign Minister Fu Ying, seeking a diplomatic solution to the dispute, 
visited Manila. However, instead of finding a mutually acceptable solution, the high-ranking 
official warned Manila not to do the following: (a) appeal to the UN; (b) internationalize the 
dispute in forums such as the ASEAN; and (c) coordinate with other countries such as the United 
States; and (d) issue any press release regarding the negotiation” (De Castro, 2016). 

 
This case highlights the fact that though all the robust policy factors (which succeed in many 

other cases) were adopted, including Hard Stance (in the beginning), Military, Great Power 
Backing, Confrontation, Diplomacy, Negotiation and Publicity, the outcome was still a failure. 
Why? Several explanations may be offered. First, the Scarborough Shoal has a very high 
strategic value for China, demonstrated by frequent Chinese fishing and MLE vessels operating 
and patrolling the Shoal together with China’s strong claims since the 1990s. Therefore, Beijing 
will be more risk-tolerant to seize it if calculated consequences are manageable, especially the 
response from the US. Second, Manila seemed unprepared for  China’s comprehensive (or 
extended) coercive campaign and hence responded inconsistently and uncoordinatedly, leaving 
the opportunity for Beijing to seize. Third, the Philippines was not able to sustain the hard-stance 
approach till the end. Instead, it backed down and withdrew all the vessels, accepting de facto 
Chinese control. Fourth, Manila may be too optimistic (or bluntly, naïve) that Beijing would 
reciprocally withdraw vessels via US brokerage. Fifth, instead of supporting its ally and sending 
a strong message to deter Chinese escalation and change in the status quo, the US (was) 
unfortunately played the role of mediator that eventually enabled and covered Chinese de-facto 
occupation. Finally, during and after the incident, the Philippines failed to call for international 
opposition to Chinese coercion, especially from the US itself, ASEAN, Japan, EU, Australia and 
India. The fact that Chinese Vice Foreign Minister  Fu Ying wanted Manila to keep silent even 
after the standoff underlines how important Beijing views international reaction to Chinese 
actions in the SCS.  

This incident is opposite to the oil rig standoff with Vietnam in 2014 or the case of the 
Second Thomas Shoal below in which hard stances from Vietnam and the Philippines, 
respectively, and international opposition to China, particularly the US, make a significant 
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contribution to the success of fighting Chinese aggression. Accordingly, the lessons from this 
case to cope with China are a hard stance, international opposition to China (especially the US), 
caution with Beijing’s negotiation, and preparation for China’s extended coercive campaign.  

 

Case 187: Second Thomas Shoal (2014) 

Key factors  
• Date: March 9 – May 2014 
• Reason for selection: typical  
• Outcome: effective (no loss, same dispute position, same macro impact). 
• Policy factors: Hard Stance, Military, Great Power Backing, Confrontation, Diplomacy, 

and Publicity. 
• Other factors: 

o Target: island 
o Force: the threat of force 
o Actors: the Chinese government, MLE 
o High strategic value for China 
o International support for the Philippines, especially the US  
o No international opposition to China 

Case narrative and analysis 
Almost a year after China’s seizure of the Scarborough Shoal, Beijing increased its 

aggressiveness toward Manila with coercive actions at the Second Thomas Shoal, but this time 
the Philippines may have learnt its bitter lesson from the loss of the Scarborough Shoal.  

In May 2013, Chinese coast guard vessels established a near continuous presence near the 
Philippines’ outpost at Second Thomas Shoal in the Spratly Islands. Beijing accused Manila of 
seeking to build “new structures” aboard the BRP Sierra Madre— a dilapidated warship 
deliberately run aground on the reef in 1999— allegedly in violation of multiple guarantees that the 
Philippines would tow it away. On March 9, 2014, Chinese patrol ships harassed Philippine vessels 
likely carrying construction materials to Second Thomas Shoal. With U.S. diplomatic support, 
Manila resupplied the outpost with airdrops and recognized the Sierra Madre as a permanent 
Philippine installation for the first time. On March 29, another Philippine ship carrying normal 
supplies and foreign journalists succeeded in reaching Second Thomas while U.S., Philippine, and 
Chinese aircraft circled overhead. A Chinese coast guard cutter crossed the bow of the supply ship 
in an effort to block its path, but did not pursue the vessel when it entered the shallow waters 
around the shoal. Beijing has not harassed Philippine supply missions since, even those carrying 
construction materials to consolidate the outpost. However, Chinese ships continue to maintain a 
presence nearby and monitor Philippine vessels entering the shoal (Green, 2017). 
On March 9, the Philippines sent two civilian vessels under contract with the navy to supply the 
Sierra Madre, a World War II-era warship beached on Second Thomas Shoal in 1999 and staffed 
with marines to bolster Philippine sovereignty claims. Two Chinese coast guard ships, the Haijing 
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3112 and Haijing 3113, blocked the vessels, and demanded that they leave the area. The resupply 
ships aborted the mission. On March 29, the Philippines sent a survey vessel, the BRP Fort San 
Antonio, to resupply the Sierra Madre. A Chinese coast guard vessel, the Haijing 1141, attempted 
to halt its progress. A Filipino sailor radioed: "This is the Republic of the Philippines . . . we are 
here to provision the troops." The Chinese demanded they leave, noting: "You will take full 
responsibility for the consequences of your action." The BRP Fort San Antonio was eventually able 
to resupply the Sierra Madre. The Chinese Foreign Ministry deemed the resupply mission, which 
was accompanied by foreign journalists, “a political provocation.” The Philippine government filed 
a protest over the March 9 confrontation, stating that it was the first time a resupply mission to the 
Sierra Madre had been blocked by China.73  
On March 29, 2014, international media trips to Second Thomas Shoal were conducted. With US, 
Philippine and PRC air surveillance above, a Philippine vessel carrying journalists outmaneuvers 
Chinese ships, resupplying Philippine occupants of the Second Thomas Shoal; reporters were 
invited on the ship by the Philippine government. Another journalists' trip to the shoal is organized 
in late April, arriving in early May. Second Thomas Shoal sits just over the horizon from the PRC’s 
outpost at Mischief Reef, but the PRC is not known to have threatened the Philippine presence 
there until early May 2013, when CCG ships suddenly began lingering continuously nearby in 
plain sight. Over the following eighteen months, these ships intercepted and harassed several 
Philippine supply missions, manifesting a new willingness on the PRC’s behalf to use coercive 
tactics to put pressure on the Philippine presence at the shoal. However, the greatest challenge to 
the PRC’s local position in the dispute came after the confrontations in March 2014, when both the 
Philippines and the United States recognized the outpost for the first time. Manila had insisted 
since 1999 that the ship had not been placed on the reef deliberately, and was instead to be treated 
as a navy ship at sea, but on 14 March 2014, it referred to it for the first time as a “permanent 
Philippine Government installation.” Two days earlier, the United States had affirmed that 
Philippine efforts to preserve its crumbling position on the reef were maintaining the “status quo.” 
This surely was the most significant shock to the PRC’s undefined claims over the atoll, but if it 
had any effect on Beijing’s conduct it was a moderating one, for the escalatory trend did not 
continue. Newly arrived maritime constabulary capabilities probably made the enterprise possible, 
and in the Philippines’ request for an arbitration under UNCLOS and the country’s plans to 
consolidate its outpost at Second Thomas Shoal the PRC perceived serious challenges to its 
position locally and in the South China Sea more generally. (Chubb, "Chinese Nationalism and the 
Gray Zone," 70). 
Second Thomas Shoal attracted regional attention in May, beginning with the 24th ASEAN 
Summit in Myanmar on May 11. President Aquino updated his counter parts on the Philippines’ 
case before the arbitral tribunal. Aquino claimed that he found support from Vietnam and others at 
the meeting, which took place just after the Chinese placed an oil rig near the Paracel Islands. On 

 
73 China Power Team. "Are Maritime Law Enforcement Forces Destabilizing Asia?" China Power. August 18, 
2016. Updated August 26, 2020. Accessed February 22, 2021. https://chinapower.csis.org/maritime-forces-
destabilizing-asia/. The South China Sea Incident Data attached to the article is downloaded (July 31, 2021) at 
https://chinapower.csis.org/data/raw-incident-data/ 
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May 31, Secretary Hagel raised these issues and Chinese land reclamation at the 2014 Shangri- La 
Dialogue in Singapore. Japanese prime minister Shinzo Abe and the Philippine president also 
discussed Second Thomas Shoal later in June during a dialogue on Chinese activities in the East 
and South China Seas (Green, 2017). 

Several notable observations can be made as explained by Michael Green from CSIS. “First, 
despite concerns about the Philippines’ ability to resupply its forces on Second Thomas Shoal, 
Chinese actions fell short of a blockade. Since 2013, China has maintained coast guard and other 
vessels near the reef and has intercepted Philippine supply ships on several occasions. In March 
2014, Chinese vessels twice conducted harassment operations but did not resort to force by using 
tactics such as ramming or firing water cannons. Second, U.S. and Philippine actions may have 
helped to deter China from further escalation. Manila’s willingness to reattempt a supply mission 
was a clear demonstration that the Philippines was willing to accept risk to maintain its presence 
at Second Thomas. In this case, the U.S. military was not directly involved in resupplying the 
Sierra Madre, but the United States sent an unarmed reconnaissance aircraft in an overwatch 
capacity. In so doing, the United States signaled that it was monitoring Chinese actions closely, 
particularly since U.S. reconnaissance flights over Second Thomas Shoal were by then a 
common occurrence. The presence of a U.S. asset at a decisive moment may have communicated 
the potential for direct intervention to Beijing, given earlier diplomatic warnings sent by 
Washington. Third, the presence of journalists during resupply efforts raised the reputational 
stakes for both sides. In March 2014, a strategy that counted on the deterrent effect of public 
pressure appeared to work in Manila’s favor. The costs to Beijing of using force against a 
civilian vessel carrying foreign reporters would have been high.” (Green, 2017). 

Compared to the ineffective Scarborough Shoal standoff (case 161), this time the Philippines 
adopted almost the same combinations of policy instruments: Hard Stance, Military, Great Power 
Backing, Confrontation, Diplomacy, and Publicity (except for no Negotiation). However, the 
differences, and hence the success, may come from three factors: a Hard Stance throughout the 
incident without any concession, the strong support of the US, and international attention. Manila 
(and probably Washington) may learn this lesson from the Scarborough Shoal failure. These 
three factors are also demonstrated in the Vietnamese success of the oil rig incident in the 
overlapping period (early May to mid-July 2014).  

Case 315: 300 Chinese Militia Ships in Philippine EEZ, including Whitsun  (2021) 

Key factors  
• Date: May 9, 2021 
• Reason for selection: typical  
• Outcome: ineffective (no loss, worse dispute position, same macro impact). 
• Policy factors: Confrontation, Diplomacy, and Publicity. 
• Other factors: 

o Target: islands 
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o Force: the threat of force 
o Actors: the Chinese government, PLA, MLE, fishing vessels 
o No Hard Stance 
o No Great Power Backing 
o No international support for the Philippines  
o No international opposition to China 

Case narrative and analysis 
In 2020-2021, regardless of the COVID pandemic, China still intensified coercive behaviors 

against other SCS claimants by Coast Guards and maritime militia in their EEZs.  
In May 2021, “Manila said…that patrols had spotted nearly 300 Chinese militia ships in and 
around its exclusive economic zone earlier this week, amid bilateral tensions over the lingering 
presence of such vessels in Philippine-claimed waters of the South China Sea.  Manila has been 
lodging daily protests with Beijing since last month after China refused to remove the more than 
200 ships which, the Philippines said, were spotted in the exclusive economic zone (EEZ) in 
March. A report about the latest sightings in the Spratly Islands was submitted to the relevant 
agencies for potential further diplomatic action, Philippine National Security Adviser Hermogenes 
Esperon Jr. said. On May 9, Philippine patrols had spotted two Chinese Houbei-class missile 
warships at Mischief Reef, and three other warships at Fiery Cross Reef, he said. China has turned 
both reefs into artificial islands with harbors for its vessels. The patrols also found four China 
Coast Guard ships at Scarborough Shoal, and one each at Second Thomas Shoal and off Thitu 
Island,Esperon said. Thitu – called Pag-asa Island by the Philippines – hosts a small civilian 
community and a marine detachment. Earlier this week, Philippine armed forces chief Gen. Cirilito 
Sobejana said, “Our objective is to drive away Chinese maritime militia and other Chinese vessels 
from our exclusive economic zone”.  
Between May 3 and May 10, Philippine patrols observed two Chinese vessels “harvesting shells” 
inside the lagoon at Scarborough Shoal, in contravention of Beijing’s unilateral fishing ban 
supposedly in effect from May 1 to August 16, Esperon noted. “The Philippine government 
continues to strengthen its presence in the WPS [West Philippine Sea] with a view towards law 
enforcement, deterrence of illegal, unreported, unregulated fishing (IUUF), and protection of the 
welfare and safety of our fisherfolk,” said Esperon,who is also head of the National Task Force for 
the West Philippine Sea. Esperon said that 34 Chinese vessels were still at Whitsun Reef, where 
Manila’s discovery of 240 such boats in March resulted in the latest spat with Beijing. Whitsun is 
located within the Philippine EEZ, and Beijing also claims the reef in the Spratly Islands as part of 
its South China Sea territory. 
Meanwhile, Philippine Coast Guard ships, backed by vessels from the fisheries bureau, drove out 
three suspected Chinese militia vessels at Sabina Shoal on May 7-8, according to the National Task 
Force for the West Philippine Sea (NTF-WPS). A Chinese coast guard ship “illegally shadowed” 
and challenged vessels of the Philippine coast guard and the fisheries bureau on May4, the NTF-
WPS said. “This [May 4] incident, along with the continued illegal incursions of foreign vessels 
sighted near Philippine-held islands have been submitted to relevant agencies for possible 
diplomatic actions,” said Esperon. The Philippines, he said, “shall not yield an inch of our 



 

   195 

territory.” The controversy over the presence of Chinese ships in the Philippine EEZ has led to 
criticism of Duterte’s alleged softness toward China, despite territorial disputes. Then last week, he 
said it would be impossible to compel Beijing to respect the arbitral award, and called it “just a 
piece of paper” that he would “throw in a wastebasket.” Duterte’s attitude toward Beijing is “a 
national tragedy,” Albert del Rosario, who was the country’s top diplomat when Manila took China 
to court, said last week”. 

In this case, the Philippines deployed only Confrontation, Diplomacy, and Publicity. There 
was no Hard Stance, Great Power Backing, international support, or international opposition to 
China. As a result, the outcome is ineffective, which is understandable compared to the Second 
Thomas Shoal incident above.  

Malaysia 

Case 181: intrusion in Luconia Shoal (2013-2016) 

Key factors  
• Date: September 4, 2013 – January 2016 
• Reason for selection: typical for Malaysia, contradictory to case 268  
• Outcome: ineffective (no loss, worse dispute position, worse macro impact). 
• Policy factors: Military and Confrontation. 
• Other factors: 

o Target: waters  
o Force: the threat of force 
o Actors: the Chinese government, PLA, MLE 
o No Hard Stance, Diplomacy, Publicity 
o No Great Power Backing 
o No international support, no international opposition to China 

Case narrative and analysis 
Since the early 2010s, Beijing has bolstered its coercive campaign against Malaysia in this 

nation’s waters, sometimes as close as only over forty miles from the coast.  
Taken aback by Chinese naval patrols around James Shoal (Beting Serupai in Malay), only 43 
nautical miles off the coast of Sarawak State, the government responded with a baffling array of 
silence, denial, and nonchalance. Malaysian authorities had been caught off balance by China’s 
audacity, which they had not expected given Kuala Lumpur’s perceived special relationship with 
Beijing. Until recently [January 2016], a Chinese Coast Guard (CCG) vessel had been anchored 
near South Luconia Shoal (Beting Patinggi Ali), just 84 nautical miles off the coast of Sarawak 
since September 4, 2013. Markers placed by the Malaysian government have mysteriously 
disappeared, replaced by those written in a “foreign language,” according to parliamentary 
proceedings. The CCG ship has also reportedly chased away Malaysian fishermen from the area 
and even threatened them, prompting complaints and a call to action by the Sarawak government 
and the fishermen’s association of Miri, the state’s second largest city. 
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Given the domestic political significance of Malaysian Borneo—Sarawak and neighboring Sabah 
State—if this keeps up the federal government will be compelled to rethink its options to respond 
in these waters. Malaysian naval and maritime enforcement vessels have already stepped up the 
frequency of patrols in the area, to 345 days in 2015 (as of December 14) from 269 in 2014. The 
government is also looking to boost the Malaysian Maritime Enforcement Agency’s assets and 
capacity, including expanding its range of operations to 200 nautical miles from shore. 
Minister in the Prime Minister’s Department Shahidan Kassim first raised the matter of the CCG 
ship’s presence at South Luconia Shoal in Parliament in March 2014. In June 2015, he broke with 
convention by taking to Facebook to highlight the “intrusion.” His post, complete with aerial 
photos, marked a departure from the Malaysian government’s usually muted approach to the South 
China Sea disputes. Shahidan’s actions may have been anomalous given the quiet diplomacy that 
still prevails among the political and military leadership, but they reflected many Malaysians’ 
growing frustration at Chinese brazenness. 
The CCG vessel left the area around South Luconia Shoal during the ASEAN Summit and related 
meetings held in Kuala Lumpur in late November 2015, perhaps as a matter of face. The 
intractability of the South China Sea issue had been highlighted earlier that month when no joint 
statement was issued by the 18 members of the ASEAN Defense Ministers Meeting Plus due to 
bitter divisions over reference to the dispute. Nonetheless, Malaysia put to rest any concerns that it 
would be an obsequious chair vis-à-vis China. Malaysian armed forces chief Zulkifeli Mohd Zin 
observed during the October 2015 Xiangshan Forum in Beijing that time will judge China’s—and 
every party’s—sincerity in the South China Sea. Time, however, is not a luxury all claimant states 
have. There is already doubt that the CCG vessel’s departure from South Luconia Shoal was 
permanent. And the scale and intensity of environmental destruction caused by China’s land 
reclamation work in the Spratly Islands means that marine resources may be substantially depleted 
by the time there is any effective and meaningful implementation of the DOC or COC.  
Despite growing apprehension both internally and externally, the Malaysian government will 
continue to rely on diplomacy and restraint for its policy in the South China Sea. Instruments such 
as the DOC and COC, and proposals for an expanded Code for Unplanned Encounters at Sea and 
an analogue for overflights, will remain highly valued by Malaysian officials. So too will 
adherence to international law, including the United Nations Convention on the Law of the Sea" 
(Noor, 2016).  

This is a typical case of China’s intrusion into Malaysia’s EEZ without a strong response 
from the latter. Compared to other Chinese coercive encroachments on the EEZs of others (cases 
153, 242, 246, 260, 291 of Vietnam, case 315 of the Philippines, cases 227, 264, 318 of 
Indonesia), this case has several differences. First, the incident lasted for a long time, likely the 
longest incident (at least 28 months – September 2013 to January 2016, the time of the report). 
Second, China seemed to coerce Malaysia openly and swiftly by patrolling, removing Malaysian 
markers and replacing them with Chinese ones, ignoring Malaysian reactions with naval and 
coast guard patrol, and chasing away Malaysian fishermen. Third,  Malaysia only adopted 
Military and [to some extent] Confrontation by sending vessels to patrol the area. Malaysia was 
almost quiet about the issue, except for a weak complaint by a local government or a leakage of 
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information by a minister. There was neither [public] diplomatic protest nor publicity about the 
incident. Apparently, there was no involvement of the great power due to the Malaysian 
“independent” policy. There was no support for Kuala Lumpur or opposition to Beijing.  

This failure is contradictory to the success of Malaysia’s strong actions in the 2019-2020 
standoff (case 268) below.        

Case 268: Oil exploration in Malaysia-Vietnam joint defined area (2019-2020)  

Key factors  
• Date: December 6, 2019 – May 15, 2020 
• Reason for selection: contradictory to case 181, variation (effective for Malaysia) 
• Outcome: effective (no loss, same dispute position, better macro impact). 
• Policy factors: Hard Stance, Great Power Backing, Diplomacy and Confrontation, 

Foreign Business. 
• Other factors: 

o Target: waters  
o Force: the threat of force 
o Actors: Chinese MLE and fishing vessels  
o No Publicity  
o International support and international opposition to China 

Case narrative and analysis 
Vietnam is not the only SCS claimant harassed by Chinese coercion in its EEZ or continental 

shelf while exploring oil in accordance with international law (UNCLOS) if the waters are 
unfortunately located inside the Chinese nine-dash line. Since the late 2010s, Malaysian vessels 
in the oil industry have become another victim of the Chinese Coast Guard.   

[Feb. 21, 2020] A months-long standoff over oil and gas operations in the South China Sea is 
playing out between Malaysian, Chinese, and a small number of Vietnamese vessels, though all 
three governments are keeping the episode out of the public eye. At issue are two oil and gas fields 
that Malaysia’s state-owned Petronas is exploring on the extended continental shelf claimed by 
both Kuala Lumpur and Hanoi. The West Capella, a drillship operated by London-managed 
Seadrill and contracted to Petronas, is at the heart of the standoff. In October 2019, the West 
Capella began operating in oil and gas block ND4 off the coast of Malaysia’s Sabah State. From 
December 6 to 9, two CCG ships—the Haijing 5202 and 5403—patrolled around the vessel, 
presumably taking time off from escorting a fishing fleet which would later provoke a very public 
standoff with Indonesia. At nearly 5,000 tons, the Zhaolai-class 5403 is one of the most 
intimidating ships in the CCG arsenal. At 2,700 tons, the Zhaojun-class 5202 is considerably 
smaller but much better armed, sporting a 76-mm cannon. 
On December 21, the West Capella moved to block ND2, exploring an oil and gas field called 
Lala-1. It was operating beyond Malaysia’s 200-nautical-mile exclusive economic zone in an area 
which both Malaysia and Vietnam claim as part of their extended continental shelves. When the 
two countries submitted those claims to the UN Commission on the Limits of the Continental Shelf 
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in 2009, they recognized that the “Defined Area” in which they overlapped was disputed and 
agreed that they were making claims to it without prejudice to its eventual delimitation. Petronas 
appears to be disregarding that agreement. The area also falls within China’s nine-dash line. 
The CCG responded almost immediately. On December 21, the 5202 again detoured from its duties 
escorting Chinese fishing vessels in the area to patrol around the West Capella. On December 22, 
China dispatched the Haijing 5203 from Hainan to Luconia Shoals, where Beijing maintains a 
near-constant presence off the coast of Malaysia’s Sarawak State. For the next two months, the 
Zhaojun-class 5203 split its time between harassing the West Capella and intimidating oil and gas 
operations closer to Luconia Shoals. Another CCG vessel, the recently renamed Haijing 5305 
(formerly the 46303), made a detour to harass the West Capella on January 6 [2020]while en route 
to reinforce the Chinese fishing flotilla then operating in Indonesian waters.  
In response, the Royal Malaysian Navy dispatched the KD Jebat, a 2,270-ton guided missile 
destroyer, to guard the West Capella and the offshore supply ships servicing it. The Jebat patrolled 
the area from January 5 to 9. AIS data from January 7 showed the 5203 circling around the West 
Capella and an offshore supply vessel, the Executive Balance, approaching to within 0.3 nautical 
miles. The CCG vessel then pulled back, apparently in response to the Jebat which was patrolling 
3.4 nautical miles away. 
The West Capella moved once more on January 20, this time heading 31.7 nautical miles northwest 
to a field in block ND1 called Arapaima, which is well within the Vietnam-Malaysia joint defined 
area. The 5203 followed with another patrol the next day. While the 5305 took over harassment of 
the West Capella, the 5203 from January 28 focused on patrolling near Malaysian oil and gas 
operations closer to Luconia Shoals. At the same time, the Royal Malaysian Navy deployed 
another ship, the Kedah-class patrol vessel KD Kelantan, to protect the West Capella. On February 
6, the Malaysian Maritime Enforcement Agency deployed a 45-meter patrol vessel, the KM Bagan 
Datuk, to the area. It stayed until February 10, approaching close to the 5203 on at least one 
occasion (Asia Maritime Transparency, 2020b). 
[April 23, 2020] “The top U.S. diplomat has accused China of deploying an energy survey ship to 
contested waters off Malaysia to intimidate other South China Sea claimants from developing 
hydrocarbon resources in the region’s resource-rich waters.” However, “the U.S. naval presence 
did not apparently reassure Malaysia, which monitored the situation with its own navy but also 
released a statement on April 22 calling on all parties not to send more coastguard and warships 
into the area, as it “may affect peace, security and stability in the region”.74 
[May. 18, 2020]  The West Capella…remains at the heart of the standoff. Since late December, it 
has been conducting exploratory drilling in two oil and gas fields: Arapaima-1 in block ND1 and 
Lala-1 in block ND2….Throughout March and early April, AIS data from Marine Traffic showed 
Chinese fishing vessels continually operating near the West Capella. Commercial satellite imagery 
confirmed that China Coast Guard (CCG) ships continued to harass the rig and its supply vessels. 
In response, Malaysian navy and law enforcement ships have been regularly patrolling the area. 

 
74 “U.S. Calls Out Intimidation as China Pressures Malaysian Drillship,” RFA, April 23, 2020, accessed September 
12, 2022, https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/usa-southchinasea-04232020181810.html  
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Things escalated further on April 13. AIS data shows that Chinese state-owned survey vessel 
Haiyang Dizhi 8—the same ship that surveyed up and down the Vietnamese coast last year—left 
Hainan escorted by CCG ships 1105 and 4203. They arrived over Brunei’s continental shelf, about 
80 nautical miles from the West Capella, on April 15 and began surveying the next day. Since then, 
the Haiyaing Dizhi 8 along with its escort of multiple CCG and militia ships has been surveying a 
swath of the Malaysian continental shelf near the West Capella’s location. It has approached as 
close as 8.5 nautical miles from the drilling ship. An April 22 satellite image from Planet Labs 
reveals the current state of play. The Haiyang Dizhi 8 is seen towing a sensor array…two CCG 
ships, the 4203 and an unidentified Zhaoduan-class cutter, patrolling 10 nautical miles away to the 
west and south...   
Malaysian government vessels continue to patrol around the West Capella to protect its 
operations…The standoff took another turn when the U.S. Navy’s USS America, USS Bunker Hill, 
and USS Barry, along with the Royal Australian Navy’s HMAS Parramatta, approached the area 
of the West Capella while conducting joint exercises that began on April 18. Commercial satellite 
imagery captured the warships operating within 53 nautical miles of the drilling ship on April 21, 
but they may have approached much closer before they left the area. Then, on April 25, the U.S. 
Navy’s Littoral Combat Ship Gabrielle Giffords left Singapore’s Changi Naval Base for a patrol, 
passing near the Haiyang Dizhi 8 the next day. By April 27, AIS showed that it had approached to 
within 24 nautical miles of the Chinese survey ship, though gaps in its AIS mean it might have 
come closer…Malaysia appears determined to let Petronas wrap up its exploratory drilling in the 
Lala-1 field despite China’s opposition. Documentation from Seadrill shows that Petronas has 
contracted the West Capella through May 2020 (Asia Maritime Transparency, 2020d).   
The subsequent departure of the Hai Yang Di Zhi 8 coincided with a call by Chinese defense 
minister General Wei Fenghe and his Malaysian counterpart Ismail Sabri Yaakob. They discussed 
a “mutual interest in the regional and international security challenges, including the South China 
Sea,” according to a Malaysian Defense Ministry statement. The statement made no mention of the 
one-month-long presence of the Chinese survey ship in Malaysian waters and its departure.  “The 
littoral combat ship USS Montgomery sails near the Malaysian-contracted drillship, West Capella, 
in the South China Sea on May 7. The commander of the U.S. Pacific Fleet called on China to end 
its “bullying” behavior in the South China Sea, as the U.S. sent a warship near to where a 
Malaysian-contracted oil exploration ship is operating and in proximity to a recently deployed 
Chinese survey vessel.75 

Unlike case 181 (intrusion into Luconia Shoal between 2013 and 2016), this incident is a 
success for Malaysia. Diplomacy (yet no Publicity) was used slightly with several statements, 
which did not make much difference from case 181. However, apart from Military and 
Confrontation as in case 181, Kuala Lumpur adopted Hard Stance till the end of the incident by 
frequently deploying naval and maritime enforcement vessels to confront Chinese vessels (not 
just patrolling). Especially, the key distinction was the appearance of US (three times) and 

 
75 Drake Long, “Chinese Survey Ship Leaves Malaysian Waters After Pressure Campaign,” RFA, May 15, 2020, 
accessed September 12, 2022, https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/southchinasea-malaysia-survey-
05152020184540.html  
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Australian naval vessels near the site, together with US public condemnation of China, a clear 
deterrence message. Ironically, Kuala Lumpur was not so enthusiastic about American warships 
in the area.   

 

Case 316: Chinese coercive flights into Luconia Shal airspace (2021) 

Key factors  
• Date: May 31, 2021 
• Reason for selection: exceptional (rare Chinese coercive behaviors by airplanes in 

Malaysian airspace), contradictory to effective cases 88 & 153 
• Outcome: ineffective (no loss, worse dispute position, same macro impact). 
• Policy factors: Hard Stance, Military, Diplomacy, Publicity and Confrontation. 
• Other factors: 

o Target: airspace (or waters)  
o Force: the threat of force 
o Actors: the Chinese government and PLAN 
o No Great Power Backing 
o No International support 
o Possibly linked to case 317 – CCG harassment of Malaysian oil drilling at 

Kasawari 

Case narrative and analysis 
This case highlighted the first time that China had ever deployed a large group of military 

airplanes over Malaysian airspace without notification, though Beijing claimed it as “routine 
training”.  Notably, China had never conducted coercive actions by the air force over the 
airspace of Vietnam, the Philippines or Indonesia.  

[June 1, 2020] Malaysia said…it would issue a diplomatic protest to Beijing after 16 Chinese 
military planes “intruded” into its maritime airspace over disputed South China Sea waters near 
Borneo Island a day earlier. Malaysian officials said that the Chinese aircraft flew to as close as 60 
nautical miles from Kuala Lumpur-administered Beting Patinggi Ali – also known as Luconia 
Shoals – which Beijing, too, claims as part of its territories in the maritime region. The Royal 
Malaysian Air Force (RMAF) said it scrambled fighter jets to intercept the Chinese aircraft off the 
coast of Sarawak state after they refused to communicate with local air-traffic controllers during an 
incident on Monday that represented “a threat to national sovereignty and aviation safety,” 
Malaysia said. 
“Based on the report received from the Royal Malaysian Air Force, the Ministry will issue a 
diplomatic note of protest against the intrusion to the Government of the People’s Republic of 
China,” the Malaysian foreign ministry said. The ministry also said it would summon China’s 
ambassador to Malaysia to explain the incursion. “Malaysia’s stand is clear – having friendly 
diplomatic relations with any countries does not mean that we will compromise our national 
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security. Malaysia remains steadfast in defending our dignity and our sovereignty,” Foreign 
Minister Hishammuddin Hussein said in a statement.  
Earlier….the RMAF said that the Chinese planes came close to violating national territorial 
airspace. “Malaysia’s Royal Airforce detected suspicious movement of 16 Chinese Airforce 
aircraft in the Malaysia’s Maritime Zone airspace in Kota Kinabalu Flight Information Region and 
were approaching the country’s airspace on May 31, 2021,” the RMAF said in a statement. 
Maritime Zone airspace is a nation’s airspace over its territorial seas. Under customary 
international law, coastal states have complete sovereignty over this airspace. According to the 
Malaysian air force, the Chinese planes that entered its Maritime Zone airspace were identified as 
Russian-made Ilyushin Il-76 and Chinese-made Xian Y-20 – transport aircraft capable of 
conducting multiple missions. The Chinese embassy in Malaysia said its planes were doing 
“routine flight training,” during which they “strictly abided by the relevant international law.” 
“According to relevant international law, Chinese military aircrafts enjoy the freedom of overflight 
in the relevant airspace,” an embassy spokesperson said.76 
  [August 20, 2021] Malaysia’s successful test-fire of three live anti-ship missiles last week clearly 
shows it is prepared to deal with intrusions into its South China Sea territory, analysts said on 
Friday. The Malaysian Navy’s “Taming Sari” exercise was noteworthy, as it was conducted 
following the intrusion of 16 Chinese military planes into Malaysia’s maritime airspace over the 
disputed South China Sea in May, said Lai Yew Meng, a regional security analyst. 
The six-day exercise, which ended Aug. 12, was the first warfare drill since the COVID-19 
pandemic began early last year. Malaysia held similar drills in 2019 and 2014. During the exercise, 
the Malaysian Navy’s submarine, KD Tun Razak, successfully launched one Exocet SM39 anti-
ship missile, while two other ships, KD Lekiu and KD Lekir, launched one Exocet MM40 guided 
missile each. The drill included nine ships, five Fast Combat Boats, a submarine, two Super Lynx 
helicopters, four Royal Malaysian Air Force F/A-18D Hornet fighter jets and two assets belonging 
to the Malaysian Maritime Enforcement Agency. Earlier this month, Malaysia also participated in 
the annual multilateral exercise Southeast Asia Cooperation and Training (SEACAT) with the 
United States and 20 other countries. Chinese coast guard ships have since early June also been 
putting pressure on and harassing new Malaysian oil and gas projects in the South China Sea off 
Sarawak state on Borneo Island.”77 

This case may link to case 317 in which Chinese Coast Guard vessels patrolled and harassed 
Malaysian oil exploration of the Sarawak coast. Two unusual notes about this incident. First, 
China for the first time coerced Malaysia by sending massive military aircraft over Malaysian 
airspace which likely violates international law (though this coercive behavior was already 
deployed to Vietnam in early 2016 in case 218). Second, Malaysia reacted by both open 
Diplomacy and Publicity with Hard Stance and Confrontation, which rarely appear in other 
incidents previously, apart from military responses with aircraft and later on military exercises. 

 
76 “Malaysia Will Lodge Diplomatic Protest With China Over Maritime Airspace 'Intrusion',” RFA, June 1, 2021, 
accessed September 12, 2022, https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/protest-06012021160217.html  
77 “Analysts: Malaysia’s Navy Drill Sends Strong Message to South China Sea Claimants,” RFA, August 20, 2021, 
accessed September 12, 2022, https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/malaysia-drill-08202021155721.html  
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However, there was neither Great Power Backing nor international support (or opposition to 
China). Even with noteworthy strong responses, this case may be assessed as a failure to 
Malaysia given the fact that 16 Chinese military aircraft could freely complete their intrusion 
into Malaysian airspace without alert or communication to Malaysia. Worse, the Chinese 
embassy in Malaysia denied any violation and considered it a “routine flight training”, setting a 
precedent for future intrusions by air.   

Compared to the previous case 268 and case 153 (cable-cutting incident), this case highlights 
again the important role of Great Power backing and international support for fighting Chinese 
coercion. Compared to case 88 (Kota/Loaita island incident with the Philippines in 1997), 
although both cases have no Great Power Backing, the Philippines had a security alliance with 
the US which deterred the Chinese from direct conflict with the Philippine military.   

 

Indonesia 

Case 227:  Arresting Chinese fishermen in defiance of Chinese Coast Guard (2016)  

Key factors  
• Date: March 19, 2016 
• Reason for selection: typical (Chinese fishing vessels escorted by Coast Guard in the 

Natuna islands), contradictory to case 264 below.  
• Outcome: effective (no loss, same dispute position, same macro impact). 
• Policy factors: Hard Stance, Diplomacy, Publicity and Confrontation. 
• Other factors: 

o Target: waters  
o Force: limited force 
o Actors: the Chinese government, MLE, fishing vessel 
o No high strategic value for China 
o No Great Power Backing or Military 
o No International support for Indonesia, and no international opposition to China  

Case narrative and analysis 
For a long time before 2010, Beijing focused on Vietnam, the Philippines, and then Malaysia 

in its coercive strategy of expansion in the SCS, appeasing Indonesia which is a large nation in 
Southeast Asia and has the least stake in the SCS disputes. Since the early 2010s, after achieving 
major successes in its expansionism,  particularly the seizure of Scarborough Shoal and prevalent 
presence in the Malaysian EEZ, Beijing has dropped the benign mask with Jakarta, waging a 
constantly coercive campaign around the Natuna Islands (and unfortunately within the nine-dash 
line). In response to China’s increasing coercive actions by fishing vessels escorted by Chinese 
Coast Guards in its EEZ since the early 2010s, Indonesia decided to take stronger measures by 



 

   203 

chasing and arresting Chinese fishermen, but this effort was hampered by Chinese Coast Guard 
vessels.  

“The incursion on March 19–20, 2016, by two armed China Coast Guard ships into Indonesia’s 
exclusive economic zone (EEZ), 4.34 kilometers off the Natuna Islands, sparked tensions on a new 
front in the South China Sea. The incident has again raised the question of where Indonesia stands 
on the disputes—both as a potential party and as a leader within the ASEAN. 
The incident began when a patrol boat from the Indonesian Ministry of Marine Affairs and 
Fisheries (KKP) seized a 300-metric-ton Chinese fishing boat, the Kway Fey 10078, and arrested 
its eight crew members for fishing within Indonesia’s EEZ. The crew of Kway Fey were 
transferred over to the KKP boat while KKP personnel commandeered the Chinese vessel. During 
the journey back to a KKP facility, a China Coast Guard vessel intercepted the Indonesian vessel 
and crashed into the Kway Fey, forcing it to stop near the limits of Indonesia’s territorial sea. At 
almost the same time, a second China Coast Guard vessel also appeared in the vicinity. To avoid 
further escalation, KKP officers decided to abandon the Kway Fey, upon which China Coast Guard 
officers took control of the vessel and steered it away from Indonesian waters…As expected, the 
media produced relentless coverage of this incident“ (Muhibat, 2016). 
Ultimately the Kway Fey 10078 was released, but its crew remained under detention; the Chinese 
coast guard vessels steered the fishing ship away from Indonesian waters. China denied that any 
Chinese vessels entered Indonesian waters, or that its ships were involved in a confrontation. China 
claimed that the fishing vessel was operating in “traditional fishing grounds.” Indonesia’s Maritime 
Ministry summoned the Chinese ambassador to explain the incident.78 

In this case, despite releasing the Chinese fishing vessel, Indonesia still detained the Chinese 
crew, summoned the Chinese ambassador to protest, and did not back down. Its adoption of 
policy instruments including a hard stance, confrontation, diplomacy, and publicity has 
succeeded in protecting its waters and maintaining its dispute position against Chinese illegal 
intrusion. Notably, the case was still successful despite involving no military, great power 
backing, international support or opposition to China. Additionally, Indonesia has been the only 
SCS nation that has detained Chinese fishermen since the 2010s, though they also operated 
extensively in the EEZs of Vietnam, the Philippines and Malaysia. The reason is likely that the 
disputed area (the waters around Natuna but within the nine-dash line) may not have as high 
strategic value to China as other targets. In fact, China tried not to conflict with Indonesia over 
the SCS until the early 2010s. As a result, Beijing may want to focus resources on other SCS 
claimants.     

Case 264: Chinese fishing in Natuna islands (2019)  

Key factors  

 
78 China Power Team. "Are Maritime Law Enforcement Forces Destabilizing Asia?" China Power. August 18, 
2016. Updated August 26, 2020. Accessed February 22, 2021. https://chinapower.csis.org/maritime-forces-
destabilizing-asia/. The South China Sea Incident Data attached to the article is downloaded (July 31, 2021) at 
https://chinapower.csis.org/data/raw-incident-data/ 
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• Date: December 1, 2019 – January 11, 2020 
• Reason for selection: contradictory to case 227.  
• Outcome: ineffective (no loss, worse dispute position, same macro impact). 
• Policy factors: Military, Diplomacy, Publicity and Confrontation. 
• Other factors: 

o Target: waters  
o Force: the threat of force 
o Actors: the Chinese government, MLE, fishing vessel 
o No high strategic value for China 
o No Hard Stance or Great Power Backing  
o No International support for Indonesia, and no international opposition to China  

Case narrative and analysis 
In 2019-2020, with the stronghold in the artificial islands (particularly the Fiery Cross Reef), 

Beijing openly conducted many coercive campaigns in the EEZs of Vietnam, the Philippines, 
Malaysia and Indonesia – its latest victim in the SCS dispute.  

For several weeks starting in late December, Indonesian media was dominated by reports of a 
flotilla of Chinese fishing and coast guard vessels operating without permission in the country’s 
exclusive economic zone (EEZ). The situation strained bilateral relations, presented President Joko 
“Jokowi” Widodo with the first foreign policy crisis of his second term, and forced Indonesia to 
confront the uncomfortable fact that it is a party to the South China Sea disputes even if it does not 
claim any contested islands or reefs. But the public reporting from Indonesian officials was also 
contradictory and incomplete, leaving the scale and timeline of the standoff unclear...  
Four China Coast Guard (CCG) vessels and one provincial-level China Marine Surveillance 
(CMS) ship from Hainan accompanied the fleet during its operations near Indonesia. Their AIS 
transmissions provide a much clearer timeline of the operation. They show that it lasted longer than 
Indonesian authorities reported and began in the EEZs of Brunei and Malaysia. The Gubeiyu 88603 
was seen briefly about 115 nautical miles from Indonesia’s Natuna Besar island.  
Indonesian government vessels responded for the first time on December 19. The KN Tanjung 
Datu, a patrol vessel from the Indonesian Maritime Security Agency, or BAKAMLA, steamed out 
of Natuna Besar and patrolled near the fishing fleet before returning to port. It headed out again on 
December 21 and briefly approached the Chinese fleet before heading home. At 2,700 tons and 
carrying only small arms, the Tanjung Datu could offer no threat to the CCG ships. Still its patrol 
seemed to have an effect, as the fleet moved farther east to an area straddling the Indonesian EEZ. 
Meanwhile the 5202 rejoined the group. The 2169 briefly broadcast AIS on December 21 and then 
went dark again. BAKAMLA would later report that it monitored 63 Chinese fishing vessels and 
two CCG ships in its waters between December 19 and 24.  
Whatever effect the initial Indonesian patrols had was short-lived. On December 22, the Chinese 
fleet began to move steadily westward, deeper into Indonesia’s EEZ. The Tanjung Datu made its 
third patrol on December 24, this time in the direction of the 5202 as it had begun to make its way 
west. The 5202 appears to have received the message, turning around and heading back out of 
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Indonesia’s EEZ. But the effect was, again, temporary. The 5202 reentered Indonesia’s EEZ the 
very next day. By December 29, the 5202, 5302, and 5403 had all returned to the initial location 
that the Chinese fleet had occupied before December 19. 
In response, the Indonesian Foreign Ministry summoned the Chinese ambassador and sent an 
official protest to Beijing on December 30. During his daily press briefing the next day, the 
spokesperson for China’s Ministry of Foreign Affairs offered a strident reply. He insisted that 
Chinese fishers have historic rights throughout the South China Sea and the CCG ships were 
“carrying out routine patrol to maintain maritime order and protect our people’s legitimate rights 
and interests in the relevant waters.” Both sides continued to issue heated public statements over 
the next several days.  
At this point, the 5403 had been at sea for more than a month. On December 29 it broke off from 
the group and headed to Fiery Cross Reef to resupply. It left Fiery Cross on January 2 heading 
south and presumably rejoined the group, though there is a gap in its AIS data. The next day, the 
5202 made its own resupply run to Fiery Cross, returning on January 6. To fill the gap, a fifth and 
final ship, CCG 46303, sailed out of Fiery Cross on January 5 and joined the cluster in the 
Indonesian EEZ. At more than 4,000 tons and sporting a 76-mm cannon, the Zhaoduan-class 46303 
was the most capable and intimidating of the vessels engaged in the operation.  
As the standoff continued, Bakamla deployed two more patrol ships to support the Tanjung Datu. 
Indonesia’s military sent 600 army and marine troops to Natuna Besar on January 3. The air force 
began regular surveillance flights with a Boeing 737 maritime patrol aircraft on January 5. By 
January 7, the navy had deployed six warships to the area and four F-16C fighter jets had landed 
on Natuna Besar ahead of a planned visit by President Joko “Jokowi” Widodo.  
Meanwhile, the Chinese deployment entered its final phase as the fleet sailed north—farther from 
the Indonesian coast but still well within its EEZ. At his January 7 daily press conference, the 
spokesperson for China’s Ministry of Foreign Affairs was much more conciliatory, stressing the 
importance of friendship and cooperation to manage disputes. Jokowi landed in Natuna Besar on 
January 8, meeting with local officials, fisherfolk, and visiting the local naval base. 
A day later, an Indonesian military spokesperson claimed that all Chinese vessels had left “as soon 
as the president arrived on the Natuna.” A senior BAKAMLA official confusingly said only the 
5202 (which was identified by its previous name of CCG 35111) remained in “Indonesian 
continental waters.” Both announcements were premature. The 5202, 5302, 5403, and 46303 all 
remained in the Indonesian EEZ, presumably still serving as escorts for the fishing fleet, until 
January 11. The Indonesian government must have realized its error by January 10 when it sent the 
Tanjung Datu out for one last look at the Chinese fleet. It approached to within a few miles of the 
vessels before returning home. 
The Chinese fleet began its withdrawal on January 11, with the 5202, 5403, 5302, and 2169 all 
returning to Hainan by January 16. The 46303, having only joined the operation a week earlier, 
stayed at sea and took over patrol duty at Luconia Shoals off the Malaysian coast. Since the 
Chinese flotilla dispersed, diplomats from Jakarta and Beijing have publicly focused on easing 
tensions. But the operation will have lasting effects. It has heightened awareness within Indonesia 
of the South China Sea disputes and the stakes involved for the country. And it highlighted several 
trends that are part of the new unstable status quo in this contested waterway. The operation 
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showed yet again how much China’s Spratly Island bases facilitate larger and more sustained 
deployments of coastguard and paramilitary force. And while the CCG has escorted fishing flotillas 
around the Spratly Islands on many occasions, doing so in the EEZs of neighboring states far from 
contested islands is a new level of provocation. That Indonesia was targeted shows that even 
claimants who downplay the disputes and prioritize positive relations are subject to Chinese 
coercion and intimidation" (Asia Maritime Transparency, 2020a). 

This case demonstrates that Chinese coercion was not deterred when Indonesia responded by 
Military, Diplomacy, Confrontation and Publicity, and even with the presence and commitment 
of President Widodo at the scene. This case has similarities with case 227: Chinese intrusion into 
Indonesia’s EEZ in the same location with again fishing fleet escorted by Coast Guards; 
responses by Diplomacy, Confrontation and Publicity; no Great Power Backing; and no 
international support or opposition to China. However, there are differences: lack of hard stance  
- no arrest or chase of Chinese fishing vessels, despite deploying many military assets from the 
navy, army and air force. The reason seems that China’s armed Coast Guards vessels, from the 
last lesson, always accompanied its fishing flotilla as a deterrence to Indonesian forces. Different 
Coast Guards vessels replaced each other and frequently patrolled the area (except for a brief 
dispersal during Widodo’s arrival).   

Case 318: Harassment of oil exploration and survey in the Natuna islands (2021) 

Key factors  
• Date: June 30, 2021 – November 12, 2021 
• Reason for selection: variation in target (the rare time that China aimed at Indonesian oil 

exploration, rather than just intrusion into EEZ).  
• Outcome: ineffective (no loss, worse dispute position, same macro impact). 
• Policy factors: Military, Great Power Backing, Diplomacy, Publicity and Confrontation. 
• Other factors: 

o Target: waters 
o Force: the threat of force 
o Actors: the Chinese government, MLE 
o No high strategic value for China 
o No Hard Stance  
o No Publicity 
o No international support for Indonesia, and no international opposition to China  
o Domestic political tension with President Widodo 

Case narrative and analysis 
The COVID pandemic broke out originally in China and laid a certain impact on the country. 

However, it definitely did not affect Beijing’s coercive expansionism in the SCS. On the 
contrary, COVID seemed an opportunity for China to raise the rhythm of coercion while other 
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SCS claimants were busy fighting the pandemic, by parallel coercive actions in the expansive 
EEZs of Vietnam, the Philippines, Malaysia, and Indonesia in 2020-2021.   

[Nov. 12, 2021] “Over the last four months, Chinese vessels have been contesting Indonesian and 
Malaysian oil and gas activity in the South China Sea in the latest instance of what is now an 
established pattern. Chinese law enforcement has maintained a continuous presence at the site of 
new Indonesian drilling north of the Natuna Islands since early July and a Chinese survey ship 
conducted seabed surveys in Indonesia’s exclusive economic zone (EEZ) and continental shelf. 
Satellite imagery and commercial automatic identification system (AIS) data reveal several close 
encounters between the China Coast Guard (CCG) and Indonesian law enforcement and navy, as 
well as the visit of a U.S. aircraft carrier near the site of the standoff—but neither appeared to have 
much effect on the CCG. At the time of publishing, Chinese law enforcement remains active at the 
Indonesian drilling site. 
This latest saga over oil and gas activity in the South China Sea began on June 30 when a semi-
submersible rig, the Noble Clyde Boudreaux, arrived to drill two appraisal wells in Indonesia’s 
Tuna block located approximately 140 nautical miles north of Natuna Besar. China responded 
almost immediately, with the CCG 5202 arriving on July 3 to patrol near the rig. Indonesia 
promptly sent out the KN Pulau Dana, a patrol ship of the Indonesian Maritime Security Agency or 
Bakamla, which was spotted there on AIS on July 3-4. The Pulau Dana was the first in a long series 
of patrol vessels from both Bakamla and the Indonesian Navy that visited the rig and pursued 
Chinese vessels over the past four months. 
Indonesian patrol ships usually visited the area one at a time, spending two to four days there 
before heading back to shore. AIS data and satellite imagery indicate that on many occasions they 
pursued Chinese vessels at ranges of less than 1 nautical mile—much closer than AMTI has 
observed of Vietnamese and Malaysian patrol vessels in similar recent standoffs with China.  
Chinese law enforcement vessels also took shifts. The CCG 5202 operated in the Tuna block from 
July 3 to August 8 before it was replaced by the 5305. AIS data from the 5305 was intermittent on 
commercial platform Marine Traffic, but satellite imagery suggests it was there through the end of 
September and into early October. It was eventually relieved by the 6305, which began operating 
near the Noble Clyde Boudreaux in mid-October and remains there at the time of publication. 
A Planet Labs image from September 25 caught the USS Ronald Reagan, en route from Singapore 
to the Philippines with the guided-missile cruiser USS Shiloh, passing just 7 nautical miles from 
the rig. The passthrough recalls U.S. presence operations by the amphibious assault ship USS 
America and littoral combat ship USS Gabrielle Giffords near another standoff between China and 
Malaysia in 2020, but this is the first observed instance of a U.S. aircraft carrier operating in such 
proximity to an ongoing standoff. 
The close encounters would continue when China deployed a survey ship, the Haiyang Dizhi 10, to 
conduct a seabed survey on Indonesia’s continental shelf on August 27. The Haiyang Dizhi 10 
arrived and began its survey on August 30 accompanied by the CCG 4303. Its survey path covered 
the overlapping space between the northern edge of Indonesia’s continental shelf and the southern 
edge of China’s nine-dash line. Despite Beijing’s efforts to downplay the line, this is the latest 
example of Chinese government vessels treating it as a de facto boundary. 
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The Indonesian Navy’s KRI Bontang, a tanker ship, was deployed to the scene and shadowed the 
Haiyang Dizhi 10’s operations from September 14 to 17. AIS data indicates that the KRI Bontang 
pursued the Haiyang Dizhi 10 at extremely close distances, at some points coming within 400 
yards. The CCG 4303 left in early to mid-September and was replaced by the 6305 on September 
26” (AMTI).79 
[October 10, 2021]: The Chinese survey ship that had been criss-crossing the North Natuna Sea is 
back in Indonesia’s exclusive economic zone (EEZ) after a week’s retreat, ship tracking data 
shows. Indonesia played down the presence of the Chinese Haiyang Dizhi 10, like it did when the 
vessel was operating in the area for almost the whole month of September…On Monday, the 
Haiyang Dizhi 10 was spotted reentering the area near the Tuna Block, an important oil and gas 
field where a submersible rig contracted by Indonesia’s exploration partners is drilling appraisal 
wells. By midday on Tuesday, the vessel was firmly back in the lawn-mowing grid it created last 
month while surveying the North Natuna Sea. 
This area lies within Indonesia’s EEZ but overlaps with the so-called “nine-dash line” that China 
draws to claim most of the South China Sea but is not recognized by international law and is 
disputed by China’s neighbors. Indonesian authorities have constantly played down the presence of 
the Chinese ship, analysts say, prioritizing a diplomatic approach and behind-the-scenes 
negotiations. On Tuesday, Indonesia’s Armed Forces Day, the navy held a combat readiness 
exercise in the North Natuna Sea. Six naval vessels, a maritime patrol aircraft, and a helicopter 
took part in the event. Indonesia has also deployed a hydro-oceanographic research vessel, the KRI 
Rigel, to the area. President Jokowi reportedly quizzed his staff about the presence of foreign ships 
off the Natunas and called on the armed forces (TNI) to be ready to deal with a range of threats. 
“I… call on the TNI to be constantly prepared for a wider spectrum of threats, including violations 
of sovereignty, theft of natural resources at sea, radicalism and terrorism, as well as cyber, 
biological threats,” Jokowi said”.80 

This case is notable as it is the first time China harassed Indonesia’s oil exploration and 
simultaneously surveyed its EEZ, similar to what Beijing did to Vietnam or Malaysia in 2019-
2020. This incident tells at least two lessons about China. First, Beijing had previously stated that 
it had no territorial disputes with Indonesia and only had overlapping waters with “traditional 
fishing ground”, yet it changed its own claim and now disputed with Indonesia not only in 
fishing the body of water but also in oil or resources on the continental shelf (seabed). Second, 
for a long time, China had downplayed the disputes and not adopted strong measures with 
Indonesia. However, in this incident, it used the same tactics as it did to Vietnam or Malaysia 
which lasted for at least five months.  Nevertheless, like case 264 above, Indonesia chose a soft 
response to Chinese strong coercion. It deployed naval and law enforcing vessels with 
President’s commitments again only to shadow Chinese vessels, not dispelling or preventing 

 
79 “Nervous Energy: China Targets New Indonesian, Malaysian Drilling,” Asia Maritime Transparency Initiative, 
November 12, 2021, accessed September 13, 2022, https://amti.csis.org/nervous-energy-china-targets-new-
indonesian-malaysian-drilling/  
80 “Chinese Survey Ship Reenters Indonesian Waters After Week of Retreat,” RFA, October 5, 2021, accessed 
September 13, 2022, https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/ship-10052021151118.html  

https://amti.csis.org/nervous-energy-china-targets-new-indonesian-malaysian-drilling/
https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/ship-10052021151118.html
https://amti.csis.org/nervous-energy-china-targets-new-indonesian-malaysian-drilling/
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them from harassment or survey, even though there is Great Power Backing with US aircraft 
carrier nearby as a deterrent message. There was again neither Hard Stance nor strong diplomatic 
protest; instead, Indonesian officials downplayed the incident. This case was a failure to 
Indonesia, as it shows an escalation of Chinese coercion in Indonesia EEZ and sets a precedence 
for future intrusion, harassment and survey.   
 

Chapter summary  
Several observations can be made from the cases in this chapter.  
First, success may come from the combination of a hard stance throughout the incident 

without any concession, great power’s strong backing (especially the US), and international 
attention and support (as shown in the Second Thomas Shoal and oil rig standoff versus the 
Scarborough Shoal or Mischief Reef failure).  

Second, for targets with high strategic value (islands), great power backing (US security 
alliance) is likely the only deterrence to Chinese military aggression. However, even the US 
security alliance may not secure the SCS nation from losing the islands to  Chinese coercive 
actions under the threshold of armed conflicts or direct attacks on the military (e.g. Mischief 
Reef or Scarborough Shoal).  Therefore, the backing from great power should be open, strong 
and clear to Chinese actions. The other deterring factors are a hard stance and international 
opposition to China.  

Third, for targets without high strategic value to China (vessels, waters, oil exploration),  the 
most successful formula of policy instruments is the hard stance, confrontation, diplomacy, 
publicity, great power backing, and international support.  The first four factors confirm the 
findings with the qualitative comparative analysis in chapter 6, while the last two factors are new 
and likely more relevant to the exceptional cases in this chapter.  

On the contrary, facing Chinese harassment in and intrusion into the EEZ of SCS nations, the 
responses by the military, confrontation, great power backing, and foreign business may not be 
sufficient to counter China. The success may come from raising the reputational cost of China 
internationally through a hard stance, publicity, and winning international support.    
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Chapter 8. Policy Implications and Conclusion  

Policy implications 

Overall implications 

• There is no silver bullet for countering Chinese aggression in the SCS.  
• The policymakers may take into consideration the following factors before deciding on how 

to respond to Beijing: Chinese coercive actions (targets, actors, use of force); Chinese 
context (comparatively strategic value of target, leadership, foreign policy); foreign context 
(political and economic ties with China, international support for SCS nation, international 
opposition to China, great power backing); domestic context (hard-stance foreign policy, 
cost-imposing capability, domestic tension).  

• In general, SCS nations should adopt a hard stance, publicity, diplomacy and confrontation 
as well as the double (or triple) factors of them.  

• The role of great powers’ involvement and support does matter. The United States, Japan, 
EU, Australia and other powers may assist in SCS nations’ fight against Chinese coercion 
by publicly opposing Chines actions and supporting those nations’ diplomacy, publicity and 
confrontation.    

• Based on the effectiveness of hard stance, publicity, international support for SCS nations 
and international opposition to China, the SCS claimants should consider various 
mechanisms to mutually support themselves against Chinese coercion by raising the issue 
internationally and hence reputational cost to China when there is an incident of coercion to 
any member.  
o Establish a working group to share information, promote publicity and coordinate 

support among the SCS nations. 
o Enable and promote the partnership between scholars and the media among the SCS 

nations to condemn Chinese aggressive behaviors.   
o Set up an ASEAN-4 group of Vietnam, the Philippines, Malaysia and Indonesia or an 

ASEAN-5 group (with Singapore) to promote maritime cooperation against coercion 
in the ASEAN agenda.  

o Disseminate coercive incidents and call for support in international organizations, 
both governmental and NGO (such as UN, EU, and ASEAN), institutions, forums and 
events, including academic or professional seminars and conferences.  
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Suggested target-based responses 

 
Based on the effective cases, a policy response matrix is built to assist policymakers in 

response to Chinese coercion subject to each target as follows (the following tables are brief 
versions of the ones at the end of chapter 6). Policymakers may adopt the policy configuration(s) 
in each cell (subject to the nation’s resources and circumstances) corresponding to the actors in 
the columns and types of force in the rows 

Notes:  
• C: Confrontation,  D: Diplomacy, G: Great Power Backing, H: Hard Stance,  M: 

Military, P: Publicity; PLA: Chinese People’s Liberation Army; CMLE: Chinese 
Maritime Law Enforcement    

• Number in bracket: number of cases with that configuration 
• Each column is an actor or a combination of actors. Each row is a type of force.  

 

Island target 

 

ISLAND Governmen
t (vessel) PLA CMLE CFishingVesse

l 
PLA*C
MLE 

PLA*CFishing
Vessel 

CMLE*CFish
ingVessel 

PLA*CMLE
*CFishing
Vessel 

No Force 

C*H(4) 
D*H(3) 
P*D*H(2) 
C*D*H 
P*C*M*H 
D*H*G 
P*D*H*G 
C*M*H*G 

  D 

C*H(2) 
C*M*H(8) 
C*D*M*H 
P*D*H 
P*C*M*G 
P*D*M*H*G 

        

Threat/Display of 
Force 

D*H(2) 
C*H 
P*D*H 
M*H 
P*D*M*H 

D*H 
P*C*D 
C*M*H 
P*M*H 
P*D*H*G 

 

P*C*H 
P*C*D*H*G 
P*C*D*M*H*
G 

C*D*H 
C*M*H 
C*D*M*H 
P*C*D*M*H 

P*C*D*H*G C*D*H 

LimitedForce     P*C*D*H 
P*C*D* H*G(2)           

BruteForce               P*D*H*G 
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Water target 

WATER Governmen
t (vessel) PLA CMLE CFishingVes

sel 
CMLE*CFishing
Vessel 

PLA*CMLE*CFishingVess
el 

No Force 

H(2) 
H*D(5) 
H*D*P(3) 
H*P*C 
H*D*C*G 

  H*C 

H*C(2) 
H*C*M(5) 
H*D 
H*D*C 
H*P*C 

    

Threat/Displayof
F 

H*D(4) 
H*D*P 

H*D(2) 
H*C*M 
H*C*G 
H*D*G 
H*P*G*M 

H*C(2) 
H*D*P*C 
H*D*C*G 

H*D*P 
H*D*P*G 

H*D*C 
H*D*C*G   

LimitedForce     H*C(2) 
H*D*P H*C H*D*P*C   

BruteForce           H*D*P*C*G 
 

Vessel target 

VESSELS Governmen
t (vessel) PLA CMLE CFishingVessel PLA*CMLE PLA*CFishin

gVessel 
CMLE*CFish
ingVessel 

No Force       H*C*G       

Threat/Displayof
F 

D 
H*P*D H*P*D*G 

H*C 
H*P*D 
H*C*P*M 
H*P*D*M*G 

H*C*P H*C*D 
H*C*P*D     

LimitedForce   H*D 
H*P*D 

H*D(5) 
H*P*D(2) 

H*C*P*D 
H*C*P*D*M H*P*D   H*C*P*D 

BruteForce     H*D H*P*D*G   C*P*D*M   
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Conclusion  

Research question and methodology  

The dissertation aims at answering two research questions: first, the policies of SCS 
claimants  - namely Vietnam, the Philippines, Malaysia and Indonesia - to cope with Chinese 
coercion from 1970 to 2021; second, which factors are associated with the effectiveness of those 
policies.  

The literature review of the SCS disputes and foreign policies of China and the SCS 
claimants has provided the first part of the answer to question 1 – why China coerced other SCS 
claimants and why they responded as they did. The second part of question 1 – how China 
coerced other SCS claimants and how they responded between 1970 and 2021 has been 
addressed by the quantitative analysis of a dataset of 329 incidents of Chinese coercion that is 
newly compiled and collected from primary and secondary sources,  

The second question was answered by the literature review, the case study method and 
quantitative techniques. The literature review of armed conflicts in territorial disputes, small 
states in international systems, and the foreign policies, as well as policy instruments of small 
states to fight large powers’ coercion, has provided the framework for evaluating the 
effectiveness of the SCS nations’ anti-coercion policies. The review also suggested important 
variables (or factors) for the next step: assessing the association between them and policy 
effectiveness. This step is conducted by the case study method, including the qualitative 
comparative analysis (QCA) of the dataset and the within-case analysis of selected cases. The 
results of the QCA are also double-checked with the quantitative technique (binary logistic 
regression). 

Contribution and limitations 

The original contribution of the dissertation is twofold. Empirically, it contributes a dataset of 
how China coerced SCS nations and their responses, adding value to future analysis of the SCS 
disputes. Theoretically, the dissertation adds to the scholarship of inter-state coercion an 
empirical study of territorial disputes with a focus on the policymaking of small states.  
Moreover, regarding regional studies, it also aims to offer insight into the understudied policies 
of Southeast Asian nations against Chinese assertiveness in territorial disputes through a cross-
nation comparative analysis based on comprehensive data.  

 There are three limitations of the dissertation. First, despite a set of criteria and thresholds,  the 
coding and evaluation are conducted arbitrarily by the author, which may lead to different results 
or levels for certain variables (e.g. worse or better dispute position; no, low, medium or high 
loss; aggressive/not aggressive leadership; with or without hard stance) under the judgment other 
authors with different views and knowledge. Second, most of the variables are binary (yes/no), 
which cannot distinguish between various levels of a variable (e.g. diplomacy may be adopted by 
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different levels such as issuing a statement, sending a letter to the UN, spokesperson, press 
conference, summoning an ambassador or a leader’s speech at a high-profile conference) and the 
effectiveness. Third, due to a lack of resources, the dissertation has not leveraged the primary 
data sources of different SCS claimants (governments’ documentation and the media) for a 
profound analysis of the national factors or context in within-case studies.     

Key findings 

The findings of the dissertation are the answers to the two research questions below.  

The policies of South China Sea nations to combat Chinese coercion  

There are no clear patterns in the strategy to fight against Chinese coercion of each nation 
and across the nations. Nonetheless, their individual strategies have elements of convergence and 
divergence.   

Convergence 

The convergence includes autonomy, hedging approach, multilateralism in managing 
disputes, international law, and adoption of multiple policy instruments (such as diplomacy, 
military, confrontation, publicity and law). In particular,  

• Trends: From 1971 to 2021, SCS nations adopted various policy responses against 
Chinese coercion. Diplomacy is the only one that ran through five decades, while others, 
particularly confrontation and publicity, appeared in a bunch together much more since 
the late 1980s. The military was adopted briefly in 1974 (the Paracel battle), between the 
early 1990s and the early 2000s, and intermittently since 2010. Great power backing was 
mostly used in the 1980s and disappeared until the mid-2010s. Notably, the number of 
responses surged in the late 2000s following the number of Chinese aggressions.     

• Comparative targets for each policy: SCS claimants tended to use military and great 
power backing against Chinese coercion for islands the most, followed by waters and 
then vessels. The confrontation was the most preferred response for waters, then islands 
and finally vessels. Diplomacy and publicity appeared most frequently to protect fishing 
or other vessels.   

• Comparative policies for each target:  SCS nations preferred to defend islands or waters 
by confrontation and diplomacy, followed by great power backing, military and publicity. 
When it came to vessels, however, diplomacy was the most frequent response, above 
publicity, confrontation, military, and great power backing.   

Divergence 

The divergence among the SCS nations’ anti-coercion strategies is manifested in the most 
common or unique responses of each nation. Indonesia and Malaysia are willing to confront 
China on the ground (with military force) more than the Philippines and Vietnam. However, 
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Malaysia comes last in using publicity while Indonesia is the loudest, followed by the Philippines 
and Vietnam. Likewise, Malaysia adopts diplomacy much less frequently than the others. 
Vietnam and Malaysia take no action more than the Philippines and Indonesia.   

The Philippines is the only nation that has a defense treaty alliance with the US; however, it 
is not useful for arresting China’s coercive behaviors under the threshold of an armed conflict. 
Additionally, the Philippines has been the first and the only nation to succeed in legal action 
against Chinese aggression in the SCS.  

Factors associated with the anti-coercion policy effectiveness  

• In general, the overall effectiveness (or success) of counter-coercion policy by SCS nations 
was unevenly low in the 1970s and 1980s. However, it raised significantly between the 
1990s to mid-2000s and has declined sharply since the mid-2000s to date.   

• The effectiveness of counter coercion was highly associated with a combination of factors, 
not a single one. Therefore, each configuration of contextual coercive factors was addressed 
successfully by a particular combination of policy instruments. For instance, if the coercive 
behaviors were aimed at islands and waters and vessels and conducted by PLA, Chinese 
MLE forces and Chinese fishing vessels, then a hard stance, diplomacy and confrontation 
made an effective response.     

• Overall, hard stance, publicity, diplomacy and confrontation were the most successful 
single policy factors. The double (or triple) factors of them are more effective. 

• For targets with high strategic value (islands), great power backing (US security alliance) is 
likely the only deterrence to Chinese military aggression. For targets without high strategic 
value to China (vessels, waters, oil exploration),  the most successful formula of policy 
instruments is the hard stance, confrontation, diplomacy, publicity, great power backing, 
and international support.    

• The military only worked with the Philippines. Great power, however, was not effective for 
this country in many cases despite its security alliance with the US.  

• International opposition to China was more successful for Vietnam than for all nations.  
• Finally, no action is never effective. States should counter coercion with at least one 

response, for instance, a diplomatic protest or publicity.  
 

Future research  

From the dissertation limitations and findings, there are several potential tracks for future 
research. First, selected factors highly associated with policy effectiveness e.g. hard stance, 
diplomacy, publicity or confrontation could be further analyzed with many different, instead of 
just binary, levels of values. 

Second, the primary sources of SCS claimants could be used to provide more insights into 
their counter-coercion policies.  
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Thirds, this methodology (esp. the QCA) could be extended to other nations in disputes or 
conflicts with China e.g. Japan with the East China Sea disputes, and the US regarding the 
incidents of encounters with Chinese vessels in the SCS.  

Fourth, this approach may also be expanded into overall or comprehensive Chinese coercion 
on other nations not only in territorial disputes but also in political or economic ties e.g. trade 
sanctions with Australia or political sanctions against US officials who visited Taiwan.  

Fifth, as the author’s future intention, the methodology of the dissertation (quantitative and 
qualitative comparative analysis with case studies) could be applied to examine how multi-
dimensions of bilateral relations between nations interact and impact each other. The dependent 
variable (outcome) could be a decision on a specific issue (without assessment of the 
effectiveness). E.g. when and how China escalates/de-escalates the tension in the political 
relationship with Japan, when and how the political-economic ties with China shape an SCS 
nation’s decision on deference to Beijing’s aggressiveness.   
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Appendices  

Appendix 1. Disputed waters in the SCS 
Figure 103. Lawfully disputed waters in the SCS after the 2016 Tribunal Ruling  

 
SOURCE: Schofield, C. (2017). Contested ocean spaces: A case study of the South China Sea. Geography Review, 

31(2), 5. Retrieved from 
https://www.hoddereducation.co.uk/media/Documents/Magazines/Sample%20Articles/November%202017/GeogRev

31_2_Nov2017_sample.pdf 

https://www.hoddereducation.co.uk/media/Documents/Magazines/Sample%20Articles/November%202017/GeogRev31_2_Nov2017_sample.pdf
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Appendix 2. Vietnam’s oil business and Chinese survey in Vietnam’s EEZ 
Figure 104. Vietnam’s oil business in its UNCLOS-based EEZ  

 

Source: The Maritime-Executive, July 25, 2017, accessed April 24, 2020,  https://www.maritime-
executive.com/article/vietnam-halts-s-china-sea-ep-after-threat-from-china 

Figure 105. Chinese vessels surveyed inside Vietnam’s EEZ (July-October 2019)  

 

Source: The South China Sea Chronicle Initiative, accessed April 24, 2020, 
https://www.facebook.com/daisukybiendong/photos/pcb.2683778314976180/2683775194976492/?type=

3&theater, (Chinese survey about 68 nautical miles from Vietnamese coastline, inside Vietnam’s EEZ, July-October 2019) 

https://www.maritime-executive.com/article/vietnam-halts-s-china-sea-ep-after-threat-from-china
https://www.maritime-executive.com/article/vietnam-halts-s-china-sea-ep-after-threat-from-china
https://www.facebook.com/daisukybiendong/photos/pcb.2683778314976180/2683775194976492/?type=3&theater
https://www.facebook.com/daisukybiendong/photos/pcb.2683778314976180/2683775194976492/?type=3&theater
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Appendix 3.  Claims of nations and the 2016 UN Tribunal ruling  
Table 21. Comparison of claims by China, Taiwan, and the South China Sea nations 

Dispute 
dimensions 

People’s Republic of China (the 
largest claimant) 

Republic of China (Taiwan)  
(second largest claimant) 

Philippines, Vietnam, 
Malaysia, Brunei, 

Indonesia 

Claims 

 

• All SCS islands  

• Unidentified maritime space 
within 9-dash line (80% or 
90% of SCS) – against 
UNCLOS 

•  

• All SCS islands  

• Originally unidentified 
maritime space within 
11-dash line – against 
UNCLOS 

• Recently support 
UNCLOS-based 
maritime space (after 
the UN Tribunal)  

• Parts of SCS islands  

• UNCLOS-based 
maritime space (EEZ 
and continental 
shelf) 

Bases for claims • “Historical rights” and selected 
international law  

• International law  • International law 

International law • Reject or do not support (UN 
Tribunal ruling, COC) 

• Ignore UNCLOS 

• Reject UN Tribunal 
ruling 

• Support UNCLOS  

• Support UN Tribunal 
ruling 

• Advocate UNCLOS 

Settlement by 
force 

• Yes. “All necessary 
measures”. Used forces or 
threat of forces (war, 
confrontation, with fishermen) 

• No • No 

Freedom of 
navigation 
(FONOP) 

• Oppose FONOP, freedom of 
overflight by U.S. and others 
based on international law  

• (the only opponent among the 
SCS claimants) 

• Support • Support  

Approaches • No court, only bilateral 
negotiations 

• No multilateral, only bilateral 
negotiations 

• No “third party”, no 
“outsiders”, no 
“internationalization” 

• THE ONLY claimant that 
rejects international law and 
multilateral approach in SCS 
disputes  

• Law and negotiation 

• Multilateral  

• Support 
internationalization 

• All measures, 
including law and 
negotiation  

• Multilateral or 
bilateral negotiations 

• Support 
internationalization 

Source: Author’s compilation 

Table 22. The 2016 United Nations Tribunal rulings on The Philippines vs. China         

Submission Philippines’ Claim Jurisdictional Ruling Merits Ruling 
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Number 

1 
China’s maritime entitlements in the South 
China Sea may not exceed those 
established by UNCLOS 

(Deferred to merits 
stage) 

Jurisdiction granted 

Yes: UNCLOS comprehensively 
allocates rights to maritime areas 

Philippines wins 

2 
China’s “nine-dash line” claim is invalid to 
the extent it exceeds the limits established 
by UNCLOS 

(Deferred to merits 
stage) 

Jurisdiction granted 

Yes: There is no legal basis for China to 
claim historic rights to waters in the 
South China Sea (so, to the extent that 
is what the nine-dash line means, it is 
invalid) 

Philippines wins 

3 Scarborough Shoal generates no EEZ or 
continental shelf Jurisdiction granted 

Yes: Scarborough Shoal is a rock that 
generates no EEZ 

Philippines wins 

4 

Mischief Reef, Second Thomas Shoal, 
and Subi Reef are all LTEs that do not 
generate territorial seas or EEZs, and are 
not subject to appropriation 

Jurisdiction granted 
Yes: Mischief Reef, Second Thomas 
Shoal, and Subi Reef are LTEs 

Philippines wins 

5 
Mischief Reef and Second Thomas Shoal 
are part of the Philippines’ EEZ and 
continental shelf 

(Deferred to merits 
stage) 

Jurisdiction granted 

Yes: Mischief Reef and Second Thomas 
Shoal are part of the EEZ and 
continental shelf of the Philippines 

Philippines wins 

6 

Gaven Reef and McKennan Reef 
(including Hughes Reef) are LTEs that 
generate no maritime entitlements, but 
may be used to determine baselines to 
measure territorial sea 

Jurisdiction granted 

No: Both Gaven and McKennan Reef 
are above water at high tide; they are 
rocks that generate territorial seas but 
no EEZ or continental shelf 

Philippines loss 

7 
Johnson Reef, Cuarterton Reef, and Fiery 
Cross Reef generate no entitlements to 
EEZ or continental shelf 

Jurisdiction granted 

Yes: Johnson Reef, Cuarterton Reef, 
and Fiery Cross Reef are rocks that 
generate no EEZ or continental shelf 

Philippines wins 

8 

China has interfered with the Philippines’ 
exercise of sovereign rights over living 
and non-living resources within its EEZ 
and continental shelf 

(Deferred to merits 
stage) 

Jurisdiction granted 

Yes: China has interfered with Philippine 
sovereign rights to fishing and 
hydrocarbon exploration within its EEZ 

Philippines wins 

9 
China has failed to prevent its nationals 
and vessels from exploiting the living 
resources in the Philippines’ EEZ 

(Reserved to merits 
stage) 

Jurisdiction granted 

Yes: China failed to prevent Chinese 
fishermen from fishing within the 
Philippine EEZ 

Philippines wins 

10 

China has prevented Philippine fishermen 
from pursuing their livelihoods through 
traditional fishing activities around 
Scarborough Shoal 

Jurisdiction granted 

Yes: China violated the Philippines’ 
“traditional fishing rights” at Scarborough 
Shoal 

Philippines wins 

11 

China has violated UNCLOS’s 
environmental protection obligations at 
Scarborough Shoal and Second Thomas 
Shoal 

Jurisdiction granted 

Yes: China engaged in environmentally 
harmful fishing/harvesting practices at 
Scarborough Shoal and Second Thomas 
Shoal 

Philippines wins 
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12 

China’s occupation and construction on 
Mischief Reef violate UNCLOS provisions 
on artificial islands and environmental 
protection, and are unlawful acts of 
attempted appropriation 

(Deferred to merits 
stage) 

Jurisdiction granted 

Yes: Environmental protection provisions 
were violated at Mischief Reef; artificial 
island construction violated Philippine 
sovereign rights within its EEZ; the 
“appropriation” claim is moot because 
Mischief Reef is an LTE not capable of 
appropriation 

Philippines wins 

13 

China has violated UNCLOS by 
dangerously operating law enforcement 
vessels creating serious risk of collision 
near Scarborough Shoal 

Jurisdiction granted 
Yes: China violated UNCLOS and other 
treaty provisions on maritime safety 

Philippines wins 

14 

China has unlawfully aggravated and 
extended the dispute by interfering with 
the Philippines’ rights of navigation near 
Scarborough Shoal, preventing the 
rotation and resupply of Philippine 
personnel stationed at Second Thomas 
Shoal, and endangering the health of the 
personnel there 

(Deferred to merits 
stage) 

Jurisdiction granted in 
part, denied in part 

Yes: Although there is no jurisdiction 
over disputes involving military activities 
such as the Second Thomas Shoal 
standoff, China has 
aggravated/extended the disputes 
through recent large-scale land 
reclamation and artificial island 
construction in the Philippine EEZ 

Philippines wins 

15 
Going forward China shall respect the 
rights and freedoms of the Philippines 
under UNCLOS and comply with its duties 
under UNCLOS 

(Deferred to merits 
stage) 

Jurisdiction granted 

Qualified yes: This claim simply asks 
China to do what it is required to do 
under UNCLOS; therefore, no further 
statement is necessary 

Source: Robert D. Williams, Lawfare, July 12, 2016, https://www.lawfareblog.com/tribunal-issues-landmark-ruling-
south-china-sea-arbitration 

 

Appendix 4. Examples of the cases and QCA method 
Table 23. Preliminary data collection for case studies 

Case name Coerced 
nation 

Start 
of 

event 

End 
of 

event 

Coercive 
actions 

Use 
of 

force 

SCS 
nation's 
respons

es 

Policy 
goals 

Policy outcomes Policy 
approac

h 

Effectiv
e Policy 
Effectiv
eness 

(prelimi
nary ) 

Territory grab 

Paracels 
battle 

South 
Vietnam 

Jan-
1974 

Jan-
1974 

Seizing territory 
by military force 

Yes Military  Protect 
territory 

Loss of territory Resisting No 

Spratlys battle Vietnam Jan-
1988 

Mar-
1988 

Seizing territory 
by military force 

Yes Military  Protect 
territory 

Loss of territory Resisting No 

Mischief Reef  Philippines Jan-
1995 

Jan-
1995 

Seizing territory 
by surprise 
occupation 

Yes Acquiesce Protect 
territory 

Loss of territory Balancing No 

https://www.lawfareblog.com/tribunal-issues-landmark-ruling-south-china-sea-arbitration
https://www.lawfareblog.com/tribunal-issues-landmark-ruling-south-china-sea-arbitration
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Scarborough 
Shoal 

Philippines Apr-
2012 

Jul-
2012 

Seizing territory 
by force 

Yes Field 
resistance 
then 
acquiesce
s 

Protect 
territory 

Loss of territory Balancing No 

Island coercion 

Artificial 
building 

Vietnam, 
Philippines
, Malaysia  

2013 2016 Building and 
weaponizing 
artificial islands in 
the Spratlys  

No Diplomatic 
protest 

Security 
for other 
territories 
and EEZ 

China's finished 
militarization of islands + 
security threat to other 
territories and EEZ 

Hedging No 

Second 
Thomas Shoal 
Incident 

Philippines May-
13 

Jun-15 Harassing 
Philippine supply 
vessels  

No Continue 
supplying 
BRP 
Sierra 
Madre  

Protect 
territory 

China's continued patrol 
yet end of harassment 

Resisting Yes 

Thitu island 
encirclement 

Philippines Dec-
2018 

Mar-
2020 

Deploying 
maritime militia 
around Thitu 
Island occupied 
by the Philippines 

No No action 
to confront 
the militia 
but still 
upgrade 
the island 

Protect 
territory 

The Philippines' finished 
upgrade of the island 
regardless of Chinese 
harassment 

Balancing Yes 

EEZ (oil) harassment/survey/patrolling 

Crestone 
standoff 

Vietnam Apr-
1994 

May-
1994 

Explored oil and 
harassed oil 
exploration in 
Vietnam's EEZ 

No Expelled 
Chinese 
vessel by 
the navy 

Oil 
exploration 
protection 

Chinese vessel stopped 
exploration 

Resisting Yes 

Binh Minh 02 
and Viking II 
in 2011, 2012 

Vietnam May-
2011 

Jun-
2011 

Cable cutting in 
Vietnam's EEZ 

No Diplomatic 
protest 

Oil 
exploration 
protection 

Continued exploration, 
less harassment 

Hedging No 

Oil rig standoff Vietnam May-
2014 

Jul-
2014 

Oil rig standoff in 
Vietnam's EEZ 

Yes Confront 
till Chinese 
withdrawal 
of vessels 

Prevent 
Chinese 
oil rig from 
exploration 

China withdrew its oil rig 
ahead of schedule 

Hedging Yes 

Duterte turn Philippines 2016 2020 Harassing 
Philippine aircraft, 
ships, and 
fishermen; illegal 
surveying in 
Philippine EEZ   

No Acquiesce Reduce 
coercion 

Enhanced coercion 
since 2017 (harassing 
Philippine vessels and 
aircraft near China-
occupied islets; 
harassing and robbing 
Philippine fishermen; 
Chinese fishing and 
maritime militia; 
surveying in Benham 
Rise without 
permission).  

Bandwag
oning 

No 

Repsol and 
Red Emperor 
incident 

Vietnam Jun-
2017 

Apr-
2018 

Threat to attack 
Vietnamese 
islands in SCS if 
Vietnam 
continued oil 
exploration 

No Back 
off/recede 
quietly 

Security 
for  islands  

Vietnam's termination or 
suspension of oil 
exploration 

Bandwag
oning 

No 
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Luconia 
intrusion 

Malaysia Sep-
2018 

Sep-
2019 

Patrolling 
continuously in 
Luconia Shoal in 
Malaysian EEZ 

No Acquiesce Overall 
interests 
from China 

China maintains patrol Bandwag
oning 

No 

Luconia oil rig 
standoff 

Malaysia May-
2019 

May-
2019 

Harassing 
Malaysian oil 
exploration in 
Malaysian EEZ 

No Acquiesce Overall 
interests 
from China 

Maintains harassment of 
oil exploration 

Bandwag
oning 

No 

Vietnamese 
EEZ standoff 

Vietnam Jun-
2019 

Oct-
2019 

Harassing 
Vietnamese 
survey vessels; 
Chinese survey in 
Vietnamese EEZ 

No Confront 
on the 
water and 
diplomatic 
protest 

Oil 
exploration 
protection 
and 
prevention 
of Chinese 
survey 

End of harassment and 
survey after Vietnam 
finished exploration 

Hedging No 

Malaysian oil 
exploration 
(2019) 

Malaysia Dec-
2019 

Feb-
2020 

Harassing 
Malaysian oil 
exploration 

No Confront 
quietly, no 
public 
protest 

Overall 
interests 
from China 
+ Oil 
exploration 
protection 

China's regular patrol  Bandwag
oning 

No 

Malaysian oil 
exploration 
(2020) 

Malaysia Mar-
2020 

May-
2020 

Harassing 
Malaysian survey 
vessels; surveying 
in Malaysian EEZ  

No Confront 
quietly, no 
public 
protest 

Overall 
interests 
from China 
+ Oil 
exploration 
protection 

Chinese ended survey in 
Malaysia's EEZ after 
Malaysian ended oil 
exploration (mid-May 
2020). 

Hedging No 

Diplomatic 
notes -Natuna 
harassment 

Indonesia Jan-
2016 

May-
2020 

Harassing 
Indonesian 
fishermen and 
vessels 

No Public 
protest; 
send 
diplomatic 
notes to 
the UN 

Maritime 
sovereign 
rights  

China sent diplomatic 
notes to the UN to reject 
the Indonesian one on 
May 26 

Resisting Yes 

Fishermen attack/harassment 

Gulf of Tonkin 
killing 

Vietnam Jan-
2005 

Jan-
2005 

Killing Vietnamese 
fishermen 

Yes Diplomatic 
protest 

Chinese 
compensat
ion and 
reduction 
in coercion 

No apology or 
compensation from 
China. Release of 
captured fishermen. No 
similar incidents but 
continued harassment of 
fishermen 

Hedging No  

Attacking  
fishermen 

Vietnam 2009 2020 Attacking 
Vietnamese 
fishermen  

Yes Diplomatic 
protest 

Reduce 
coercion 

Continued frequent 
attacks and harassment 
of fishermen  

Hedging No 

Tribunal case Philippines 2013 2016 Harassing 
Philippine vessels 
and fishermen in 
the Philippines' 
EEZ  

No Legal 
action 
against 
China 

Reduce 
coercion 

Win of the case; Filipino 
fishermen were allowed 
to fish in Scarborough 
Shoal; less coercion 
right after the ruling 

Resisting Yes 

Filipino fishing 
vessel 
incident 

Philippines Jun-
2019 

Jun-
2019 

Chinese vessel hit 
and sank 
Philippine fishing 
boat 

Yes Diplomatic 
protest 

Reduce 
coercion 

China admitted the 
collision and offered 
compensation, but 
coercion remains 
unchanged.   

Hedging No 
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Source: Author’s compilation 

 
Figure 106. An Example of Qualitative Comparative Analysis   

 
SOURCE: Paul, Christopher, Colin P. Clarke, Beth Grill, and Molly Dunigan, Paths to Victory: Lessons from Modern 

Insurgencies. Santa Monica, CA: RAND Corporation, 2013. 
https://www.rand.org/pubs/research_reports/RR291z1.html  (p. 220) 

Notes: from RAND report “Paths to Victory: Lessons from Modern Insurgencies” (Paul et al., 2013). Analyze factors associated with 
the win/loss of a Counter Insurgency (COIN). Research questions: What factors are strongly correlated with COIN success? Which 
factors are critical/essential? 9 strong factors, dependent variable: COIN win/loss (N = 59 cases). Conclusions: All winning cases 
have four factors (and no losing cases have all four): Flexibility and adaptability; Commitment and motivation; Tangible support 
reduction; At least two of the three: Unity of effort, Initiative, or Intelligence. No losing cases have any of three factors: Pacification; 
COIN FM; Strategic Communication.  
 
 

https://www.rand.org/pubs/research_reports/RR291z1.html
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Appendix 5. R Script for binary logistic regression of factors  
library(readxl) 

Data_FQCA_all_nations_329cases_07_20_22 <- read_excel("C:/Users/dhuynh/OneDrive - 
RAND Corporation/Documents/Dissertation/DATA/DATASETS/FSQCA analysis/329 
cases/Data_FQCA_all nations_329cases_07.20.22.xlsx") 

View(Data_FQCA_all_nations_329cases_07_20_22) 

allnations <- Data_FQCA_all_nations_329cases_07_20_22 

summary(allnations) 

library(car) 

library(carData) 

library(performance) 

findLinearCombos(allnations) 

library(caret) 

findLinearCombos(allnations) 

full_model <- glm(formula = "Effective ~ .",family = "binomial", 

data = allnations) 

(coefs <- summary(full_model)$coefficients) 

(full_coefs <- cbind(coefs[ ,c("Estimate", "Pr(>|z|)")], 

odds_ratio = exp(full_model$coefficients))) 

multicollinearity(full_model) 
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Appendix 6. Chapter 6: Critical Factors of Weaker Nations’ Policies  

Philippines – Success rate and frequency of factors 

Figure 107. The trend of coercion: PHILIPPINES  

 

Source: Author  

 
 

Figure 108. Success rate and frequency - single factor: PHILIPPINES     

 
Source: Author  
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Figure 109. Success rate and ineffective/absent rate - selected single factors: PHILIPPINES  

 
Source: Author  

Figure 110. Success rate and absence rate - selected double factors: PHILIPPINES  

 
Source: Author  
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Malaysia– Trend of coercion, success rate and frequency of factors81  

Figure 111. The trend of coercion: MALAYSIA   

 
Source: Author  

 

Figure 112. Success rate and frequency - single factor: MALAYSIA      

 
Source: Author  

 
81 Double/triple factors are not analyzed for Malaysia and Indonesia as very few cases or none have double/triple 
factors for these countries.  
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Figure 113. Success rate and ineffective/absent rate - selected single factors: MALAYSIA   

 
Source: Author  

Figure 114. Success rate and absence rate - selected double factors: MALAYSIA  

 
Source: Author  
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Indonesia – Trend of coercion, success rate and frequency of factors 

Figure 115. The trend of coercion: INDONESIA  

 
Source: Author  

Figure 116. Success rate and frequency - single factor: INDONESIA     

 
Source: Author  
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Figure 117. Success rate and ineffective/absent rate - selected single factors: INDONESIA  

 
Source: Author  

Figure 118. Success rate and absence rate - selected double factors: INDONESIA 

 
Source: Author  
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Island target  

Figure 119. Success rate and frequency: ISLAND target  

 

Source: Author  

Figure 120. Success rate and ineffective/absent rate - selected single factors: ISLAND target 

 
Source: Author  
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Figure 121. Success rate and ineffective/absent rate - double factors: ISLAND target 

 
Source: Author  

 

Water target  

 

Figure 122. Success rate and frequency: WATER target 

 

Source: Author  
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Figure 123. Success rate and ineffective/absent rate - selected single factors: WATER target  

 
Source: Author  

Figure 124. Success rate and ineffective/absent rate - double factors: WATER target   

 

 
Source: Author  
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Vessel target  

Figure 125. Success rate and frequency: VESSEL target 

 
Source: Author  

Figure 126. Success rate and ineffective/absent rate - selected single factors: VESSEL target  

 
Source: Author  
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Figure 127. Success rate and ineffective/absent rate - double factors: VESSEL target  

 
Source: Author  

 

Across targets  

Figure 128. Success rate: Across TARGETS  

 
Source: Author  
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Table 24. ALL NATIONS: Truth Table Analysis 

Co
nf

ig
ur

at
io

n 
N

o.
 

Is
la

nd
 

W
at

er
s 

Ve
ss

el
s 

PL
A 

C.
M

LE
 

C.
Fi

sh
in

gv
es

se
l 

C.
St

ra
te

gi
cV

al
ue

 

C.
Ag

gr
es

siv
e 

Ha
rd

St
an

ce
 

Pu
bl

ic
ity

 

Di
pl

om
ac

y 

Co
nf

ro
nt

at
io

n 

M
ili

ta
ry

 
Gr

ea
tp

ow
er

ba
ck

i
ng

 
nu

m
be

r o
f c

as
es

 

Ef
fe

ct
iv

e 
# 

ef
fe

ct
iv

e 
ca

se
s 

# 
N

O
T 

ef
fe

ct
iv

e 
ca

se
s 

N
ot

e  

1 1 0 0 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 0 0 1 1 1 1 0 # good effective cases 132 
2 1 0 0 1 1 1 1 1 1 0 1 1 0 0 1 1 1 0 % good effective cases 93.6 
3 1 0 0 1 1 0 1 1 1 0 1 1 0 0 1 1 1 0 # good ineffective cases 173 
4 1 0 0 1 0 1 1 0 1 0 0 1 1 0 1 1 1 0 % good ineffective cases 92.0 
5 1 0 0 1 0 1 1 0 1 0 1 1 1 0 1 1 1 0 Case reduction (%) 59.3 
6 1 0 0 1 0 1 1 0 1 1 1 1 1 0 1 1 1 0   
7 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 1 1 1 0 0 1 1 1 1 0   
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11 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 0 1 1 1 0   
12 1 0 0 0 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 0 1 1 1 1 0   
13 1 0 0 0 1 0 1 1 1 1 1 1 0 1 2 1 2 0   
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15 1 0 0 0 1 0 1 1 1 1 1 1 0 0 1 1 1 0   
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49 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 0 0 2 1 2 0   
50 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 0 1 1 0 1 1 1 1 0   
51 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 1 1 0 0 0 1 1 1 0   
52 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 1 1 1 0 0 1 1 1 0   
53 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 0 4 1 4 0   
54 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 1 1 0 0 1 0 0 2 1 2 0   
55 0 1 0 0 0 1 1 1 1 1 1 0 0 1 1 1 1 0   
56 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 1 1 1 0   
57 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 1 1 1 1 0 0 0 1 1 1 0   
58 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 1 0   
59 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 1 1 1 0 1 0 0 1 1 1 0   
60 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 1 1 0 1 1 0 0 1 1 1 0   
61 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 1 1 0 0 1 1 0 1 1 1 0   
62 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 6 1 6 0   
63 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 1 0 0 0 3 1 3 0   
64 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 2 1 2 0   
65 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 0 0 0 2 1 2 0   
66 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 1 0 1 1 1 1 0   
67 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 0 1 0 0 0 1 1 1 0   
68 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 0 0 0 1 1 1 0   
69 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 0 1 0 0 1 1 1 0   
70 0 0 1 1 1 0 0 1 1 1 1 0 0 0 1 1 1 0   
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73 0 0 1 1 0 1 1 0 0 1 1 1 1 0 1 1 1 0   
74 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 1 1 1 0 0 1 1 1 1 0   
75 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 0 0 0 1 1 1 0   
76 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 1 1 1 1 0 0 0 1 1 1 0   
77 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 1 1 0   
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84 0 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 1 1 0 1 1 0 1 1 1 0   
85 0 0 1 0 1 0 1 1 1 0 1 0 0 0 5 1 4 1   
86 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 1 1 1 0 0 1 1 1 1 0   
87 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 1 0 0 1 0 1 1 1 1 0   
88 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 1 1 0 1 0 0 1 1 1 0   
89 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 1 1 1 1 0 0 1 1 1 0   
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137 0 1 0 1 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 2   
138 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1   
139 0 1 0 1 0 0 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1   
140 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 1    
141 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 1   
142 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1   
143 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 0 0 1   
144 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 1 1 1 1 1 1 0 1 0 0 1 316  
145 0 1 0 0 1 1 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 2 0 0 2   
146 0 1 0 0 1 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1   
147 0 1 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1   
148 0 1 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 0 0 1   
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149 0 1 0 0 1 1 0 1 0 1 1 1 1 0 1 0 0 1 264  
150 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 4 0 1 3   
151 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 0 0 3   
152 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 2   
153 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 2   
154 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 1   
155 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 1   
156 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 1 0 1 1 1 1 0 0 1   
157 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 1 1 1 0 0 1   
158 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 1   
159 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 1 1 1 0 1 1 0 0 1 315  
160 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1   
161 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 7 0 1 6   
162 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 6 0 0 6   
163 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 2 0 0 2   
164 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 1   
165 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 0 0 1 1 0 0 1   
166 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1   
167 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1   
168 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 1   
169 0 0 1 1 1 0 1 1 1 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 1   
170 0 0 1 1 1 0 1 1 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1   
171 0 0 1 1 0 1 1 0 0 1 0 1 1 0 1 0 0 1   
172 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 2   
173 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 1 1 0 0 1   
174 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1   
175 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 1 1 0 1 0 0 0 5 0 3 2   
176 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 1 0 0 0 2 0 1 1   
177 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 14 0 0 14   
178 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 8 0 0 8   
179 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 5 0 0 5   
180 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 2   
181 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 2 0 0 2   
182 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 1 0 0 1 1 0 0 1   
183 0 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1   
184 0 0 1 0 1 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1   
185 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1   
186 0 0 1 0 1 0 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1   
187 0 0 1 0 1 0 1 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 1   
188 0 0 1 0 1 0 1 1 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 1   
189 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1   
190 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 0 0 1    
191 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 0 0 3    
192 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 1    
193 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 1    
194 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1    
195 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1    

P  75 67 49 69 69 57 93 134 116 64 93 79 44 46 329 95 141 188   
P1 38 31 23 26 27 37 43 62 87 47 63 53 25 24        
P0 37 36 26 43 42 20 50 72 29 17 30 26 19 22        
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S% 50.7 46.3 46.9 37.7 39.1 64.9 46.2 46.3 75.0 73.4 67.7 67.1 56.8 52.2        
F% 38.5 34.4 25.1 35.4 35.4 29.2 47.7 68.7 59.5 32.8 47.7 40.5 22.6 23.6        
A 120 128 146 126 126 138 102 61 79 131 102 116 151 149       

A1 57 64 72 69 68 58 52 33 8 48 32 42 70 71       
A0 63 64 74 57 58 80 50 28 71 83 70 74 81 78       
A%  52.5 50.0 50.7 45.2 46.0 58.0 49.0 45.9 89.9 63.4 68.6 63.8 53.6 52.3       

P: Number of times present in all configurations 
P1: Number of times present in effective configurations 
P0: Number of times present in NOT effective configurations 
S%: Success rate (presence in effective configurations/presence in all configurations) (%) 
F%: Frequency  - number of times present in all configurations/ number of all configurations 
A: Number of times absent in all configurations 
A1: Number of times absent in effective configurations 
A0: Number of times absent in NOT effective configurations 
A%: Ineffective/absent rate: absence in NOT effective configurations/absence in all configurations 
(higher, better) 

A factor is highly correlative to an effective policy if it has a high success rate and a high ineffective/absent rate.  

Table 25.  ALL NATIONS: Double factors 

ALL H*
D*

P 

H*
P 

H*
C*

P 

H*
C*

D 

H*
D 

H*
C 

P*
G 

D*
P 

C*
P  

H*
M

 

S% 91.9 89.4 86.4 85.7 85.1 83.1 78.9 76.0 75.9 75.9 
F% 19.0 24.1 11.3 14.4 34.4 30.3 9.7 25.6 14.9 14.9 
A% 158 148 173 167 128 136 176 145 166 166 

H: Hard Stance   D: Diplomacy  P: Publicity   C: Confrontation  G: Great Power Backing 
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Table 26. VIETNAM: Truth Table Analysis 
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1 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 1  1 0 # good effective cases 50 
2 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 1  1 0 % good effective cases 90.9 
3 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 1 1 1  1 0 # good ineffective cases 70 
4 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 3 1  3 0 % good ineffective cases 87.5 
5 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 1 1 0 0 0 2 1  2 0 Case reduction (%) 51.9 
6 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 1 1  1 0   
7 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 1 1  1 0   
8 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 1 1 0 1 0 1 1  1 0   
9 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 2 1  2 0   

10 0 1 0 1 0 0 1 1 0 1 1 0 1 0 1 1  1 0   
11 0 1 0 1 1 1 0 1 1 1 1 1 1 0 1 1  1 0   

12 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 6 1  6 0   
13 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 5 1  5 0   
14 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 0 0 0 3 1  3 0   
15 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 2 1  2 0   
16 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 1 1 0 0 0 1 1  1 0   
17 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 1 1  1 0   
18 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 1 1 1  1 0   
19 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 1 1 1 0 1 1  1 0   
20 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 1 1 1 0 1 1  1 0   
21 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 1  1 0   
22 0 0 1 1 1 0 0 0 1 1 1 0 0 0 1 1  1 0   
23 0 0 1 1 1 0 1 0 0 1 1 1 0 0 1 1  1 0   
24 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 1 1 1 0 0 0 2 1  2 0   
25 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 0 0 0 1 1  1 0   
26 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 1 1 0 1 0 0 0 1 1  1 0   
27 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 1 1  1 0   
28 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 0 1 0 0 1 1  1 0   

29 0 0 1 0 1 1 0 0 1 1 1 1 0 0 1 1  1 0   
30 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 1 1 1 1 0 0 1 1  1 0   
31 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 1 1 0 1 1 1  1 0   
32 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 1 1 0 1 1  1 0   
33 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 1 1  1 0   
34 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 0 1 0 2 0  1 1   
35 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 0  0 3   

36 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 3 0  0 3   
37 1 0 0 1 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0  0 2   
38 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 2 0  0 2   
39 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 0  0 1   
40 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0  0 1   
41 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 1 0  0 1   
42 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 0 1 1 0  0 1   
43 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 1 0 1 1 0 39 0 1   
44 1 0 0 1 0 1 1 0 1 1 1 1 0 1 1 0 4 0 1   
45 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 0  0 1   

46 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 0  0 3   
47 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 2 0  0 2   
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48 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0  0 1   
49 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0  0 1   
50 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0  0 1   
51 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 1 0  0 1   
52 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 1 1 0  0 1   
53 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 8 0  1 7   
54 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0  0 1   
55 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0  0 1   
56 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0  0 1   
57 0 1 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0  0 1   
58 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0  0 1   
59 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 0 1 0  0 1   
60 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 0  0 3   
61 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 1 1 1 0 ## 0 1   
62 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 5 0  3 2   
63 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 18 0  0 18   

64 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 6 0  0 6   
65 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 0  0 3   
66 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 2 0  0 2   
67 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0  0 1   
68 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0  0 1   
69 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 1 0  0 1   
70 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 1 1 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 ## 0 1   

P 22 24 23 28 20 14 21 9 20 45 34 24 14 10 135 33  55 80   
P1 8 12 12 9 10 9 7 6 14 31 23 15 6 4        
P0 14 12 11 19 10 5 14 3 6 14 11 9 8 6        
S% 36.4 50.0 52.2 32.1 50.0 64.3 33.3 66.7 70.0 68.9 67.6 62.5 42.9 40.0        
F% 31.4 34.3 32.9 40.0 28.6 20.0 30.0 12.9 28.6 64.3 48.6 34.3 20.0 14.3        
A 48 46 47 42 50 56 49 61 50 25 36 46 56 60        

A1 25 21 21 24 23 24 26 27 19 2 10 18 27 29        
A0 23 25 26 18 27 32 23 34 31 23 26 28 29 31        
A% 47.9 54.3 55.3 42.9 54.0 57.1 46.9 55.7 62.0 92.0 72.2 60.9 51.8 51.7        

 
P: Number of times present in all configurations 
P1: Number of times present in effective configurations 
P0: Number of times present in NOT effective configurations 
S%: Success rate (presence in effective configurations/presence in all configurations) (%) 
F%: Frequency  - number of times present in all configurations/ number of all configurations 
A: Number of times absent in all configurations 
A1: Number of times absent in effective configurations 
A0: Number of times absent in NOT effective configurations 
A%: Ineffective/absent rate: absence in NOT effective configurations/absence in all configurations 
(higher, better) 

A factor is highly correlative to effective policy if it has high success rate and high ineffective/absent rate.  
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Table 27. VIETNAM: Double factors 

VN 
H*

I 

I*
C 

H*
D*

P 

H*
P 

I*
D 

C*
P 

H*
C*

P 

H*
D 

C*
D*

P 

D*
P 

H*
C*

D 

C*
D 

H*
C 

I*
P 

I*
P*

D 

S% 100.0 100.0 91.7 85.7 85.7 83.3 83.3 80.8 80.0 76.5 77.8 77.8 75.0 75.0 75.0 
F% 7.1 5.7 17.1 20.0 10.0 8.6 8.6 37.1 7.1 24.3 12.9 12.9 28.6 5.7 5.7 
A% 56.9 56.1 62.1 62.5 57.1 56.3 56.3 72.7 55.4 62.3 57.4 57.4 64.0 54.5 54.5 

 
                
                

Table 28. PHILIPPINES: Truth Table Analysis 
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1 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 1 0 0 0 8 1  8 0 # good effective 

cases 
54 

2 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 3 1  3 0 % good cases 98.2 
3 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 1 0 0 0 2 1  2 0 # good 

ineffective cases 
40 

4 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 1 0 1 1 1 2 1  2 0 % good 
ineffective cases 

95.2 
5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 1  1 0 Case reduction 

(%) 
73.2 

6 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 1  1 0   
7 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 1  1 0   
8 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 1  1 0   
9 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 1  1 0   

10 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 1  1 0   
11 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 0 0 0 1 1  1 0   
12 1 0 0 1 0 1 1 0 1 1 1 0 0 0 1 1  1 0   
13 0 1 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 1 1  1 0   
14 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 0 0 1 1 1  1 0   
15 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 1 1  1 0   
16 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 0 1 1  1 0   
17 1 0 0 1 1 0 1 0 1 1 0 0 1 0 1 1  1 0   
18 1 0 0 1 1 1 1 0 1 1 0 0 1 0 1 1  1 0   
19 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 1 0 1 0 1 1  1 0   
20 1 0 0 1 0 1 1 0 1 1 1 0 1 0 1 1  1 0   
21 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 0 1 0 0 1 1  1 0   
22 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 1 0 1 0 0 1 1  1 0   
23 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 1 0 0 1 1  1 0   
24 0 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 1 1 1 1 0 0 1 1  1 0   
25 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 1 1 0 1 1 1  1 0   
26 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 0 1 1  1 0   
27 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 1 0 1 1  1 0   
28 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 1 1 1  1 0   
29 1 0 0 1 1 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 1 1 1  1 0   
30 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 1 1 1 1 1  1 0   
31 0 1 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 0 0 1 1 1 1 1  1 0   
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32 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 1 1 1 1 1  1 0   
33 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 1 0 1 1  1 0   
34 0 0 1 1 1 0 1 0 1 1 0 1 1 0 1 1  1 0   
35 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 1 0 1 1 0 1 1  1 0   
36 0 0 1 1 0 1 0 0 0 1 1 1 1 0 1 1  1 0   
37 1 0 0 1 0 1 1 0 1 1 1 1 1 0 1 1  1 0   
38 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 1 0 1 1 1 1 1  1 0   
39 1 0 0 0 1 1 1 0 1 1 0 1 1 1 1 1  1 0   
40 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 0 5 1  4 1   
41 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 2 0  1 1   
42 1 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 5 0  0 5   
43 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 0  0 3   
44 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0  0 2   
45 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0  0 2   
46 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 2 0  0 2   
47 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 2 0  0 2   
48 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0  0 1   
49 1 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0  0 1   
50 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0  0 1   
51 1 0 0 0 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0  0 1   
52 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0  0 1   
53 0 1 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0  0 1   
54 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 0  0 1   
55 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 0  0 1   
56 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0  0 1   
57 0 0 1 1 1 0 1 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 0  0 1   
58 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0  0 1   
59 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0  0 1   
60 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0  0 1   
61 0 0 1 1 1 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 0 1 0  0 1   
62 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 1 0  0 1   
63 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 1 0  0 1   
64 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0  0 1   
65 0 0 1 1 0 1 0 1 0 1 1 1 0 0 1 0  0 1   
66 0 1 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 0  0 1   
67 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 0  0 1   
68 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 1 1 0 1 0  0 1   
69 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 1 0 1 0  0 1   
70 1 0 0 1 1 1 0 0 0 1 1 1 1 0 1 0 151 0 1   
71 0 1 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 0 1 1 1 1 0 305 0 1   

P  39 13 17 24 22 29 33 12 42 36 19 28 35 18 97 40  55 42   
P1 24 7 8 13 9 21 17 5 36 30 14 20 22 12        
P0 15 6 9 11 13 8 16 7 6 6 5 8 13 6        
S% 61.5 53.8 47.1 54.2 40.9 72.4 51.5 41.7 85.7 83.3 73.7 71.4 62.9 66.7               
F% 54.9 18.3 23.9 33.8 31 40.8 46.5 16.9 59.2 50.7 26.8 39.4 49.3 25.4         

A 32 58 54 47 49 42 38 59 29 35 52 43 36 53         
A1 16 33 32 27 31 19 23 35 4 10 26 20 18 28         
A0 16 25 22 20 18 23 15 24 25 25 26 23 18 25         
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A%  50 43.1 40.7 42.6 36.7 54.8 39.5 40.7 86.2 71.4 50 53.5 50 47.2         

P: Number of times present in all configurations 
P1: Number of times present in effective configurations 
P0: Number of times present in NOT effective configurations 
S%: Success rate (presence in effective configurations/presence in all configurations) (%) 
F%: Frequency  - number of times present in all configurations/ number of all configurations 
A: Number of times absent in all configurations 
A1: Number of times absent in effective configurations 
A0: Number of times absent in NOT effective configurations 
A%: Ineffective/absent rate: absence in NOT effective configurations/absence in all configurations 
(higher, better) 

A factor is highly correlative to effective policy if it has high success rate and high ineffective/absent rate.  
 

Table 29. PHILIPPINES: Double factors 

PH 

H*
M

 

H*
C*

M
 

H*
C*

P 

H*
C*

D 

H*
M

*P
 

H*
M

*D
 

H*
C 

H*
P 

H*
D 

S% 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 96.3 94.4 90.9 
F% 15.5 14.1 14.1 15.5 5.6 5.6 38.0 25.4 31.0 
A% 51.7 50.8 50.8 51.7 46.3 46.3 68.2 56.6 59.2 
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Table 30. MALAYSIA: Truth Table Analysis 
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1 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 1 1  1 0 # good effective cases 6 
2 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 1 1 1  1 0 % good cases 100.0 
3 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 0 1 0 1 1  1 0 # good ineffective cases 15 
4 0 1 0 1 0 0 1 1 1 0 1 0 1 0 1 1  1 0 % good ineffective cases 100.0 
5 0 1 0 1 0 0 1 1 1 1 1 0 1 0 1 1  1 0 Case reduction (%) 81.0 
6 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 0 1 1 0 1 0 1 1 1  1 0   
7 0 1 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 3 0  0 3   
8 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0  0 2   
9 0 1 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0  0 2   

10 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0  0 1   
11 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0  0 1   
12 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 1 0  0 1   
13 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 0  0 1   
14 0 1 0 1 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 0  0 1   
15 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 0 1 1 1 0  0 1   
16 0 1 0 1 0 1 1 0 1 0 1 0 1 1 1 0  0 1   
17 0 1 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 1 0 1 1 1 1 0  0 1   
P 4 13 1 13 3 5 10 4 10 3 5 2 12 7 21 6  6 15   

P1 3 3 1 5 0 1 2 4 6 2 3 1 5 2        
P0 1 10 0 8 3 4 8 0 4 1 2 1 7 5        
S% 75 23.1 100 38.5 0 20 20 100 60 66.7 60 50 41.7 28.6          
F% 23.5 76.5 5.88 76.5 17.6 29.4 58.8 23.5 58.8 17.6 29.4 11.8 70.6 41.2        
A 13 4 16 4 14 12 7 13 7 14 12 15 5 10        

A1 3 3 5 1 6 5 4 2 0 4 3 5 1 4        
A0 10 1 11 3 8 7 3 11 7 10 9 10 4 6        
A% 76.9 25 68.8 75 57.1 58.3 42.9 84.6 100 71.4 75 66.7 80 60        
P: Number of times present in all configurations 
P1: Number of times present in effective configurations 
P0: Number of times present in NOT effective configurations 
S%: Success rate (presence in effective configurations/presence in all configurations) (%) 
F%: Frequency  - number of times present in all configurations/ number of all configurations 
A: Number of times absent in all configurations 
A1: Number of times absent in effective configurations 
A0: Number of times absent in NOT effective configurations 
A%: Ineffective/absent rate: absence in NOT effective configurations/absence in all configurations (higher, 
better) 

A factor is highly correlative to effective policy if it has high success rate and high ineffective/absent rate.  
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Table 31. MALAYSIA: Double factors 

MY 

H*
G 

H*
C*

D 

H*
D 

G*
D 

S% 66.7 60.0 60.0 60.0 
F% 17.6 29.4 29.4 29.4 

 

Table 32. INDONESIA: Truth Table Analysis 
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1 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 1  1 0 # good effective 
cases 7 

2 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 0 1 1  1 0 % good cases 100.0 

3 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 0 1 1  1 0 # good ineffective 
cases 6 

4 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 1 0 1 0 0 1 1  1 0 % good ineffective 
cases 100.0 

5 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 1 1 0 0 0 1 1  1 0 Case reduction (%) 100.0 
6 0 0 1 0 1 1 1 0 1 1 1 1 0 0 1 1  1 0   

7 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 1 1 1 1 1 0 0 1 1  1 0   

8 0 1 0 0 1 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0  0 1   

9 0 1 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0  0 1   

10 0 1 0 0 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0  0 1   

11 0 1 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 0  0 1   

12 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 1 0 0 1 1 1 1 1 0  0 1   

13 0 1 0 0 1 1 1 0 0 1 1 1 1 0 1 0  0 1   

P 3 9 1 1 9 7 9 5 6 5 5 11 5 1 13 7  7 6   

P1 3 3 1 1 3 2 5 3 6 4 3 6 2 0        

P0 0 6 0 0 6 5 4 2 0 1 2 5 3 1        

S% 100.0 33.3 100.0 100.0 33.3 28.6 55.6 60.0 100.0 80.0 60.0 54.5 40.0 0.0        

F% 23.1 69.2 7.7 7.7 69.2 53.8 69.2 38.5 46.2 38.5 38.5 84.6 38.5 7.7        

A 10 4 12 12 4 6 4 8 7 8 8 2 8 12        

A1 4 4 6 6 4 5 2 4 1 3 4 1 5 7        

A0 6 0 6 6 0 1 2 4 6 5 4 1 3 5        

A% 60.0 0.0 50.0 50.0 0.0 16.7 50.0 50.0 85.7 62.5 50.0 50.0 37.5 41.7        

P: Number of times present in all configurations 
P1: Number of times present in effective configurations 
P0: Number of times present in NOT effective configurations 
S%: Success rate (presence in effective configurations/presence in all configurations) (%) 
F%: Frequency  - number of times present in all configurations/ number of all configurations 
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A: Number of times absent in all configurations 
A1: Number of times absent in effective configurations 
A0: Number of times absent in NOT effective configurations 
A%: Ineffective/absent rate: absence in NOT effective configurations/absence in all configurations 
(higher, better) 

A factor is highly correlative to effective policy if it has high success rate and high ineffective/absent rate.  
  

Table 33. INDONESIA: Double factors 

ID 

H*
C 

H*
P 

H*
D 

H*
C*

P  

H*
C*

D 

H*
M

 

H*
C*

M
 

D*
P 

G*
P 

S% 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 75.0 75.0 
F% 38.5 30.8 23.1 23.1 15.4 15.4 15.4 30.8 30.8 
A% 75.0 66.7 60.0 60.0 54.5 54.5 54.5 55.6 55.6 
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Table 34. ISLAND: Truth Table Analysis 
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1  0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 1 1 1 0 0 0 6 1 6 0 # good effective 
cases 

54 
2  0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 4 1 4 0 % good effective 

cases 
96.4 

3  0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 0 0 0 1 0 3 1 3 0 # good ineffective 
cases 

66 
4  0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 0 0 1 1 0 2 1 2 0 % good ineffective 

cases 
97.1 

5  0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 0 0 0 2 1 2 0 Case reduction (%) 71.0 
6  0 1 0 0 1 0 1 1 1 1 0 1 1 1 2 1 2 0   
7  0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 0   
8  0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 0   
9  0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 0   

10  0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 1 1 0   
11  0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 1 1 1 0   
12  1 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 0 1 1 1 0   
13  0 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 1 0 0 0 1 0 1 1 1 0   
14  0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 1 0 0 1 0 1 1 1 0   
15  1 1 0 1 0 0 1 1 1 1 0 0 1 0 1 1 1 0   
16  1 1 1 1 0 0 1 1 1 1 0 0 1 0 1 1 1 0   
17  0 0 1 1 0 0 1 0 1 1 0 1 0 0 1 1 1 0   
18  0 0 1 0 0 0 1 1 1 0 0 1 1 0 1 1 1 0   
19  0 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 1 0 0 1 1 0 1 1 1 0   
20  1 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 0 1 0 1 1 0 1 1 1 0   
21  0 1 0 0 1 0 1 1 1 1 0 1 1 0 1 1 1 0   
22  0 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 1 0 1 0 0 0 1 1 1 0   
23  1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 0 0 0 1 1 1 0   
24  0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 1 1 0 0 0 1 1 1 0   
25  1 0 1 1 0 0 1 0 1 1 1 0 0 0 1 1 1 0   
26  0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 1 1 1 0 1 0 1 1 1 0   
27  1 0 1 1 0 0 1 0 1 1 1 0 1 0 1 1 1 0   
28  1 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 1 0 1 1 0 0 1 1 1 0   
29  0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 1 1 1 0 0 1 1 1 0   
30  0 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 1 0 1 1 1 0 1 1 1 0   
31  1 0 1 1 0 0 1 0 1 1 1 1 1 0 1 1 1 0   
32  0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 0 0 0 1 1 1 1 1 0   
33  0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 0 0 1 1 1 1 1 1 0   
34  1 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 1 0 0 1 1 1 1 1 1 0   
35  1 1 1 0 0 1 1 1 1 0 0 1 1 1 1 1 1 0   
36  0 0 1 1 0 0 1 1 1 1 0 1 1 1 1 1 1 0   
37  0 1 1 1 0 0 1 1 1 1 0 1 1 1 1 1 1 0   
38  0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 1 1 0 0 1 1 1 1 0   
39  0 0 1 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 1 1 0 1 1 1 1 0   
40  0 0 1 0 0 0 1 1 1 0 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 0   
41  0 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 0   
42  1 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 1 0 0 0 1 0 2 0 1 1   
43  1 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 1 0 0 0 1 1 2 0 1 1   
44  1 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 8 0 0 8   
45  0 1 0 1 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 5 0 0 5   
46  1 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 4 0 0 4   
47  0 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 3 0 0 3   
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48  1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 2   
49  1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 2   
50  0 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 2   
51  0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 2 0 0 2   
52  1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 2 0 0 2   
53  0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1   
54  0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1   
55  1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1   
56  0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1   
57  1 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1   
58  0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1   
59  0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1   
60  0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1   
61  0 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1   
62  1 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1   
63  1 1 0 1 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1   
64  0 1 1 1 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1   
65  1 1 1 1 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1   
66  0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1   
67  1 0 0 0 1 0 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1   
68  0 0 1 1 0 0 1 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1   
69  1 0 0 0 1 0 1 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1   
70  1 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1   
71  0 1 0 0 0 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 1   
72  1 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1   
73  1 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 1 0 0 1 1 0 1 0 0 1   
74  1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 1   
75  1 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 1 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 1   
76  1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 0 1   
77  1 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 1 1 1 0 1 0 1 0 0 1   
78  1 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 1 1 1 0 1 0 0 1   
79  1 1 1 0 0 1 1 1 0 1 1 1 1 0 1 0 0 1   
80  1 0 1 0 0 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 0 1 0 0 1   
81  1 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 1   
82  1 1 0 1 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 1   
83  1 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 1   
84  1 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 1   
85  0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 1   
86  1 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 1   
87  1 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 0 0 1   
88  0 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 1 1 1 0 0 1   
P  41 17 24 47 6 6 75 59 55 33 23 24 37 23 124 41 56 68   

P1  11 7 17 20 2 1 35 25 38 25 16 19 26 11 64 24     
P0  30 10 7 27 4 5 40 34 17 8 7 5 11 12 60 17     
S%  26.8 41.2 70.8 42.6 33.3 16.7 47 42 69.1 75.8 69.6 79.2 70.3 47.8       
F%  46.6 19.3 27.3 53.4 6.82 6.82 85 67 62.5 37.5 26.1 27.3 42 26.1       
A  47 71 64 41 82 82 13 29 33 55 65 64 51 65       

A1  30 34 24 21 39 40 6 16 3 16 25 22 15 30       
A0  17 37 40 20 43 42 7 13 30 39 40 42 36 35       
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A%  36.2 52.1 62.5 48.8 52.4 51.2 54 45 90.9 70.9 61.5 65.6 70.6 53.8       
P: Number of times present in all configurations 
P1: Number of times present in effective configurations 
P0: Number of times present in NOT effective configurations 
S%: Success rate (presence in effective configurations/presence in all configurations) (%) 
F%: Frequency  - number of times present in all configurations/ number of all configurations 
A: Number of times absent in all configurations 
A1: Number of times absent in effective configurations 
A0: Number of times absent in NOT effective configurations 
A%: Ineffective/absent rate: absence in NOT effective configurations/absence in all configurations 
(higher, better) 

A factor is highly correlative to effective policy if it has high success rate and high ineffective/absent rate.  
 

Table 35. ISLAND: Double factors 

IS
LA

N
D 

G*
P 

G*
D*

P 

G*
C*

P 

M
*G

 

H*
C*

P 

H*
C*

D 

H*
M

*P
 

G*
C 

H*
M

 

H*
C 

H*
P 

C*
P 

H*
D 

G*
C*

D 

D*
P 

H*
C*

M
 

C*
D*

P 

H*
M

*D
 

M
*C

 

C*
D 

G*
D 

S% 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 88.9 84.6 85.7 85.7 83.3 85.2 85.0 83.3 82.8 80.0 78.9 78.6 77.8 75.0 75.0 75.0 75.0 
F% 10.2 9.1 5.7 4.5 10.2 14.8 8.0 8.0 20.5 30.7 22.7 13.6 33.0 5.7 21.6 15.9 10.2 9.1 18.2 18.2 13.6 
A% 59.5 58.8 56.6 56.0 58.2 60.0 56.8 56.8 62.9 70.5 64.7 59.2 71.2 55.4 62.3 59.5 57.0 56.3 59.7 59.7 57.9 

 
 

Table 36. WATER: Truth Table Analysis 
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1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 4 1 4 0 # good effective 

cases 
48 

2 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 4 1 4 0 % good effective 
cases 

96.0 
3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 1 0 0 0 3 1 3 0 # good ineffective 

cases 
47 

4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 2 1 2 0 % good ineffective 
cases 

87.0 
5 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 2 1 2 0 Case reduction 

(%) 
71.2 

6 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 2 1 2 0   
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7 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 2 1 2 0   
8 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 1 0   
9 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 1 0   

10 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 1 0   
11 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 1 0   
12 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 1 0   
13 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 1 0   
14 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 0   
15 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 0   
16 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 0   
17 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 0   
18 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 0 1 0 0 1 1 1 0   
19 0 1 1 1 0 0 0 1 1 1 0 1 0 0 1 1 1 0   
20 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 1 0 0 1 1 1 0   
21 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 1 0 0 1 1 1 0   
22 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 0 0 0 1 1 1 0   
23 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 1 1 0 0 0 1 1 1 0   
24 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 1 1 1 0 0 0 1 1 1 0   
25 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 1 1 1 1 1 0 0 1 1 1 0   
26 0 1 1 0 1 0 0 1 1 1 1 1 0 0 1 1 1 0   
27 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 1 1 1 0   
28 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 0 1 1 1 1 0   
29 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 1 0 1 1 1 0   
30 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 1 1 0 0 1 0 1 1 1 0   
31 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 0 1 1 0 1 1 1 0   
32 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 1 1 1 0 1 1 0 1 1 1 0   
33 0 1 1 1 0 0 0 1 1 1 0 1 1 0 1 1 1 0   
34 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 1 1 1 1 0 1 0 1 1 1 0   
35 1 1 1 0 0 1 0 1 1 1 1 1 1 0 1 1 1 0   
36 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 0 1 1 1 1 1 0   
37 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 4 0 1 3   
38 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 5 0 1 4   
39 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 0 0 4   
40 0 1 0 1 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 0 0 3   
41 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 2   
42 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 2   
43 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 2   
44 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 2   
45 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 2   
46 0 1 1 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 2 0 0 2   
47 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1   
48 1 1 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1   
49 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1   
50 0 1 1 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1   
51 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1   
52 0 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1   
53 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1   
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54 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1   
55 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1   
56 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 1   
57 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 1   
58 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 1 0 0 1   
59 0 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 1 0 0 1   
60 1 1 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 1 1 0 0 1   
61 1 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 1 0 0 1   
62 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 1 1 0 1 0 1 1 0 0 1   
63 1 1 0 1 0 0 0 1 1 1 0 1 0 1 1 0 0 1   
64 0 1 1 1 0 0 0 1 0 1 1 1 0 1 1 0 0 1   
65 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 1   
66 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 1   
67 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 1   
68 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 1   
69 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 1   
70 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 1   
71 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 1 1 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 1   
72 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 0 1 1 1 1 0 1 0 0 1   
73 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 1 1 1 1 0 0 1   
74 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 1 1 1 1 0 0 1   
P 17 27 23 47 5 1 9 50 45 30 16 35 18 13 104 36 50 54   

P1 6 11 14 17 4 1 3 24 36 21 11 21 8 4       
P0 11 16 9 30 1 0 6 26 9 9 5 14 10 9       
S% 35.3 40.7 60.9 36.2 80 100 33 48 80 70 68.8 60 44.4 30.8       
F% 23 36.5 31.1 63.5 6.76 1.35 12 68 60.8 40.5 21.6 47.3 24.3 17.6       
A 57 47 51 27 69 73 65 24 29 44 58 39 56 61       

A1 30 25 22 19 32 35 33 12 0 15 25 15 28 32       
A0 27 22 29 8 37 38 32 12 29 29 33 24 28 29       
A% 47.4 46.8 56.9 29.6 53.6 52.1 49 50 100 65.9 56.9 61.5 50 47.5       
P: Number of times present in all configurations 
P1: Number of times present in effective configurations 
P0: Number of times present in NOT effective configurations 
S%: Success rate (presence in effective configurations/presence in all configurations) (%) 
F%: Frequency  - number of times present in all configurations/ number of all configurations 
A: Number of times absent in all configurations 
A1: Number of times absent in effective configurations 
A0: Number of times absent in NOT effective configurations 
A%: Ineffective/absent rate: absence in NOT effective configurations/absence in all configurations 
(higher, better) 

A factor is highly correlative to effective policy if it has high success rate and high ineffective/absent rate.  
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Table 37. WATER: Double factors 

WATER H*
P 

H*
D 

H*
C 

H*
C*

P 

H*
C*

D 

D*
P 

G*
D 

G*
C*

D 

G*
D*

P 

G*
C 

C*
P 

H*
G 

C*
D 

S% 91.7 87.5 84.0 83.3 80.0 72.7 66.7 66.7 66.7 62.5 62.5 61.5 61.5 
F% 16.2 32.4 33.8 8.1 13.5 14.9 12.2 8.1 4.1 10.8 10.8 17.6 17.6 
A% 59.7 70.0 69.4 54.4 56.3 55.6 53.8 52.9 52.1 53.0 53.0 54.1 54.1 

 

Table 38. VESSEL: Truth Table Analysis 
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1 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 0 # good effective cases 27 
2 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 1 1 0 % good effective cases 90.0 
3 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 0 1 1 1 0 # good ineffective cases 53 
4 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 0 1 1 1 0 % good ineffective cases 93.0 
5 1 1 0 1 0 0 1 1 1 1 0 0 1 0 1 1 1 0 Case reduction (%) 65.5 
6 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 1 1 0 1 0 0 1 1 1 0   
7 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 0 1 1 1 0   
8 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 1 0 1 1 1 0   
9 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 1 0 1 1 1 0   

10 1 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 1 0 1 1 1 0   
11 0 1 0 1 0 0 1 1 1 0 0 1 1 0 1 1 1 0   
12 1 0 0 0 1 0 1 1 1 0 0 1 1 0 1 1 1 0   
13 0 1 1 0 1 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 1 0 1 1 1 0   
14 1 1 0 1 0 0 0 1 1 1 0 1 1 0 1 1 1 0   
15 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 1 1 1 0 1 1 0 1 1 1 0   
16 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 1 1 0   
17 0 1 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 1 1 1 0 0 1 1 1 0   
18 1 0 1 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 1 1 1 0 1 1 1 0   
19 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 1 1 1 1 1 0 1 1 1 0   
20 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 0 0 0 1 1 1 1 0   
21 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 1 1 1 1 1 0   
22 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 1 0 0 1 1 1 1 1 1 0   
23 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 0   
24 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 1 1 0 0 0 1 0 5 1 4 1   
25 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 0 4 0 2 2   
26 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 1 1 0 2 0 1 1   
27 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 10 0 0 10   
28 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 7 0 0 7   
29 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 4 0 0 4   
30 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 0 0 3   
31 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 2   
32 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 2 0 0 2   
33 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1   
34 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1   
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35 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1   
36 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1   
37 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1   
38 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1   
39 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1   
40 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1   
41 0 1 0 1 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1   
42 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1   
43 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1   
44 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1   
45 1 1 0 1 0 0 1 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1   
46 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 1   
47 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 1   
48 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 1   
49 1 1 0 0 1 0 1 1 1 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 1   
50 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1   
51 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1   
52 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 0 0 1   
53 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 1   
54 1 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 0 1 1 1 0 0 1 0 0 1   
55 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 1   
56 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 1 1 1 1 0 0 1   
57 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 1 1 0 0 1   
P 15 35 11 19 23 14 15 41 28 15 8 23 30 7 87 24 30 57   

P1 8 12 7 11 9 3 6 17 21 11 5 16 19 4       
P0 7 23 4 8 14 11 9 24 7 4 3 7 11 3       
S% 53.3 34.3 63.6 57.9 39.1 21.4 40 41.5 75 73.3 62.5 69.6 63.3 57.1       
F% 26.3 61.4 19.3 33.3 40.4 24.6 26.3 71.9 49.1 26.3 14 40.4 52.6 12.3       
A 42 22 46 38 34 43 42 16 29 42 49 34 27 50       

A1 16 12 17 13 15 21 18 7 3 13 19 8 5 20       
A0 26 10 29 25 19 22 24 9 26 29 30 26 22 30       
A% 61.9 45.5 63 65.8 55.9 51.2 57.1 56.3 89.7 69 61.2 76.5 81.5 60       

 

Table 39. VESSEL: Double factors 

VESSEL H*
P 

C*
D 

H*
C*

P 

C*
D*

P 

H*
C*

D 

H*
M

 

H*
D 

C*
P 

H*
C 

H*
G 

D*
P 

M
*D

 

M
*C

 

M
*P

 

S% 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 89.5 87.5 81.8 80.0 77.8 75.0 66.7 66.7 
F% 26.3 10.5 10.5 8.8 8.8 5.3 33.3 14.0 19.3 8.8 31.6 7.0 10.5 10.5 
A% 78.6 64.7 64.7 63.5 63.5 61.1 81.6 65.3 67.4 61.5 74.4 60.4 60.8 60.8 
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Appendix 7: Dataset for Chinese coercion in the SCS 
As discussed in chapter 3, the dataset of the dissertation is compiled from the following 

secondary datasets and primary sources (noted in the table below).  

• Chubb’s dataset: Maritime Assertiveness Time Series Dataset: PRC in the South China 
Sea, 1970-2015” by Andrew Chubb, in Chubb, A. (2021). Appendix for 'PRC 
Assertiveness in the South China Sea: Measuring Continuity and Change, 1970-2015,' 
International Security, Vol. 45, No. 3 (Winter 2020/21), pp. 79–121, 
doi.org/10.1162/isec_a_00400. Retrieved from: https://doi.org/10.7910/DVN/3Y7NRU  

• Chubb, A. (2022), "Maritime Assertiveness Time Series (MATS 1.0)" dataset, version 
1.01, May 18, https://mavd.nbr.org (an updated and expanded version of Chubb’s dataset 
above).  

• K. Zhang’s dataset: “Incidents and Reactive and Immediate Cases of Coercion” dataset 
(of Chinese coercion in the SCS, 1990-2015) (K. Zhang, 2019a).   

• China Power Project: Dataset by China Power Project, CSIS, including coercive actions 
of Chinese MLE forces to other SCS claimants.82  

• AMTI dataset: Dataset by Asia Maritime Transparency Initiative (AMTI), "Fishing 
Moratorium Incident Tracker : 2012-2017,"83 recording incidents mostly between 
Chinese MLE force and fishing vessels of other nations.  

• Militarized Interstate Disputes (MID) datasets, The Correlates of War Project: 
https://correlatesofwar.org/data-sets/MIDs covering militarized disputes between states 
from 1818 to 2014, including China versus other SCS claimants.  

• Pham, V. (2016). The Use or Threat of Force in the South China Sea Disputes Since 
1945: A Timeline. In: Fels, E., Vu, TM. (eds) Power Politics in Asia’s Contested Waters. 
Global Power Shift. Springer, Cham. https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-26152-2_25 

• Reports and articles about SCS conflicts by Asia Maritime Transparency Initiative 
(AMTI), available at https://amti.csis.org/features/   

• Case studies of SCS conflicts from reliable sources: Hayton (2014); Green (2017), 
Fravel (2008). 

 
Table 40, Table 41, and Table 42 below provide a sample and a brief version of the dataset as 

an illustration. 84 
Note:  B:Brunei; I: Indonesia; M: Malaysia; P: Philippines; V: Vietnam 

  

 
82 China Power Team. "Are Maritime Law Enforcement Forces Destabilizing Asia?" China Power. August 18, 
2016. Updated August 26, 2020. Accessed February 22, 2021. https://chinapower.csis.org/maritime-forces-
destabilizing-asia/. The South China Sea Incident Data attached to the article is downloaded (July 31, 2021) at 
https://chinapower.csis.org/data/raw-incident-data/  
83 Asia Maritime Transparency Initiative, "Fishing Moratorium Incident Tracker : 2012-2017", CSIS, July 7, 2017, 
accessed October 19, 2021,  https://amti.csis.org/fishing-troubled-waters/    
 
84 Please contact the author for the full dataset with coding.  

https://doi.org/10.7910/DVN/3Y7NRU
https://mavd.nbr.org
https://correlatesofwar.org/data-sets/MIDs
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-26152-2_25
https://amti.csis.org/features/
https://chinapower.csis.org/maritime-forces-destabilizing-asia/
https://chinapower.csis.org/maritime-forces-destabilizing-asia/
https://chinapower.csis.org/data/raw-incident-data/
https://amti.csis.org/fishing-troubled-waters/
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Table 40. Sample of full dataset (part 1) 

(full columns with factors, contracted case narrative, contracted sources, the first ten cases) 
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9
7
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1
9
7
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1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 V Amphr
itrite 
Group, 
Wood
y 
Island, 
Parace
ls 

1970: PLAN begins 
survey operations 
in Amphritrite 
Group of Paracel 
Islands 

0 N W S 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 

2 1
9
7
1 

1
9
7
1 

1
9
8
2 

1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 V Wood
y 
Island, 
Parace
ls 

1971: Building of 
harbour and 
wharf on Woody 
Island in Paracels,   

0 N W S 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 

3 1
9
7
3 

1
9
7
3 

1
9
7
8 

1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 V Parace
ls 

1973: CAS 
commences 
comprehensive 
surveys of the 
"Paracel sea area" 
. Ongoing through 
1978.  

0 N W S 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 

4 1
9
7
4 

1
/
1
6
/
1
9
7
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2
/
1
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1
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1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 V Parace
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1974, January: 
PRC evicts South 
Vietnam from 
Paracels by force  
and occupies 
Southwestern 
part of the 
Paracels  

0 H W W 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 
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7
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1
/
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In response to 
Chinese attack 
and seizure part 
of the Paracels 
(from South 
Vietnam) 

1 N B B 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 
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7
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/
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/
1
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  1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 P
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Saigon Rejects 
Peking's Claim to 
the Spratly Islands 

1 N S S 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 
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7
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1
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/
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7
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  1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 V Vietna
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contin
ental 
shelf 

Saigon Sends 
Ships To Guard 
U.S. Oil Rig against 
Chinese trawlers  

1 N S B 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 
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9
7
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    1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 V Parace
ls 

1974 onwards: 
construction of 
military 
infrastructure in 
Paracels stepped 
up. 
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/
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1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 P
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ys 

11/26/1975: 
CHINA REASSERTS 
CLAIM TO 
ISLANDS: Calls the 
Spratlys Part of Its 
'Sacred Territory'. 
Vienam protests. 
January.  

1 N S S 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 

1
0 

1
9
7
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1
9
7
5 

1
9
7
8 

1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 V Parace
ls 

1975: PLA 
commences more 
advanced 
comprehensive 
survey of Paracel 
Islands 

0 N W S 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 

 

Table 41. Sample of full dataset (part 2, continued) 

(full columns with factors, contracted case narrative, contracted sources, the first ten cases) 
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1 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 South Vietnam 
(Republic of Vietnam) 
until April 1975. The 
US still backed South 
Vietnam until 1973. 
Both South Vietnam 
and unified Vietnam 
had a hard policy on 
territorial and 
maritime disputes, 
particularly vis-à-vis 
China (until 1988, after 

Garver, John. 
“China’s Push 
Through the South 
China Sea,” China 
Quarterly, No. 132 
(1992), pp. 999-
1028, in Chubb, A. 
(2021). Appendix for 
'PRC Assertiveness in 
the South China Sea 



 

   260 

the Spratlys battle). 
Hard stance  = 1. 

2 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0   Garver, John. 
“China’s Push 
Through the South 
China Sea,” China 
Quarterly, No. 132 
(1992), pp. 999-
1028, in Chubb, A. 
(2021).  

3 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 PRC replaced ROC in 
UN in October 1971. 
US-China relation 
normalization in 1972. 
Paris Accord in 1973. 
Since then, US stopped 
support for South VN 
against China in 
territorial disputes. 
Therefore, 
international and 
regional context was 
less favorable to South 
Vietnam.  No more 
great power backing 
for Vietnam. South 
Vietnam was in 
domestic military and 
economic trouble 
(Vietnam War coming 
to an end; US 
withdraw of fiancial 
and military support; 
increasing fighting with 
North Vietnam). 
Tension = 1. 
International support = 
0. Great Power Backing  
= 0.   

SOA. Zhongguo 
Haiyang Nianjian 
(China Ocean 
Yearbook). Beijing: 
Haiyang Chubanshe 
(China Ocean Press). 
Volumes published 
between 1987 and 
2014. Noted as 
ZGHYNJ.  1986, 404., 
in Chubb, A. (2021).  

4 1 1 0 1 0 1 1 0 0 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 Since 1974, Chinese 
leadership became 
aggressive in territorial 
disputes, 
demonstrated by 
occupation of western 
Paracels from South 
Vietnam by force in 
January 1974. 
Aggressive leadership 
= 1 since 1974.  

USASRD, Chinese 
Amphibious Assaults 
in the Paracel 
Archipelago January 
1974, SRD-SR-44-74 
(Fort George G. 
Meade, MD: 1974), 
in Chubb, A. (2021).  

5 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0   Saigon lands troops 
on spratly isles 
claimed by four 
countries. (1974, Feb 
01). Los Angeles 
Times (1923-1995)  

6 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0   Saigon rejects 
peking's claim to the 
spratly islands: 
Manila protests 
peking reiterates 
claims. (1974, Feb 
06). New York Times 
(1923-)  
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7 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 Oil exploration by US 
Shell company 

Saigon sends ships 
to guard U.S. oil rig. 
(1974, Nov 10). The 
Washington Post 
(1974-)  

8 0 1 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1   Garver, John. 
“China’s Push 
Through the South 
China Sea,” China 
Quarterly, No. 132 
(1992), pp. 999-
1028, in Chubb, A. 
(2021).  

9 1 1 0 0 0 1 1 1 0 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 Mao died. Domestic 
political leadership 
competition emerged. 
Chinese domestic 
instability increased.  
Instability = 1 since 
1975.  
Reunified Vietnam 
(Socialist Republic of 
Vietnam) still suffered 
from post-war 
political, economic, 
social problems. 
Tension still =1.  

By FOX BUTFERFIELD 
Special to The 
New,York Times. 
(1975, Nov 27). 
CHINA REASSERTS 
CLAIM TO ISLANDS: 
CALLS THE SPRATLYS 
PART OF ITS 'SACRED 
TERRITORY'. New 
York Times (1923-)  

1
0 

0 1 0 0 0 1 1 1 0 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1   SOA. Zhongguo 
Haiyang Nianjian 
(China Ocean 
Yearbook). Beijing: 
Haiyang Chubanshe 
(China Ocean Press). 
Volumes published 
between 1987 and 
2014.  
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Table 42. Brief dataset of 329 cases  

(all 329 cases, removed factors, contracted case narrative, full sources) 
Cas

e 
ID 

Year Coe
rce
d 

Stat
e  

Locat
ion  

Case summary  Sources 

1 1970 V Amphri
trite 
Group, 
Woody 
Island, 
Paracel
s 

PLAN begins survey operations in Amphritrite Group of Paracel 
Islands, sets up meterological station on Woody Island. From 1971 to 
1974 PLAN continued surveying the Amphrittrite Group and the 
adjacent Sea (Chubb’s dataset) .  

Garver, John. “China’s Push Through the South 
China Sea,” China Quarterly, No. 132 (1992), pp. 
999-1028, in Chubb, A. (2021).  

2 1971 V Woody 
Island, 
Paracel
s 

Building of harbour and wharf on Woody Island in Paracels, forming 
PLA’s first naval base in disputed area . The construction accelerated 
until 1982  (Chubb’s dataset).  

Garver, John. “China’s Push Through the South 
China Sea,” China Quarterly, No. 132 (1992), pp. 
999-1028, in Chubb, A. (2021).  

3 1973 V Paracel
s 

CAS commences comprehensive surveys of the "Paracel sea area" . 
Ongoing through 1978. The Oceanographic Bureau sent 11 ships to 
survey the seas south of the Paracels between 1973 and 1978 
(Chubb’s dataset).  

SOA. Zhongguo Haiyang Nianjian (China Ocean 
Yearbook). Beijing: Haiyang Chubanshe (China 
Ocean Press). Volumes published between 1987 
and 2014. Noted as ZGHYNJ.  1986, 404., in 
Chubb, A. (2021).  

4 1974 V Paracel
s  

1974, January: PRC evicts South Vietnam from Paracels by force  and 
occupies Southwestern part of the Paracels (Chubb’s dataset).  
Fatalities: 101–250 deaths. (Gibler, 2018, p.833) 

USASRD, Chinese Amphibious Assaults in the 
Paracel Archipelago January 1974, SRD-SR-44-74 
(Fort George G. Meade, MD: 1974), in Chubb, A. 
(2021) 

5 1974 V Spratly
s 

In response to Chinese attack and seizure part of the Paracels (from 
South Vietnam) and its assertive claims for the Spratlys, South 
Vietnam sent troops to reinforce occupation in Spratlys 

Saigon lands troops on spratly isles claimed by 
four countries. (1974, Feb 01). Los Angeles 
Times (1923-1995) Retrieved from 
https://www.proquest.com/historical-
newspapers/saigon-lands-troops-on-spratly-
isles-claimed-four/docview/157357991/se-
2?accountid=25333 

6 1974 PV Spratly
s 

Saigon Rejects Peking's Claim to the Spratly Islands: Manila Protests 
Peking Reiterates Claims 

Saigon rejects peking's claim to the spratly 
islands: Manila protests peking reiterates claims. 
(1974, Feb 06). New York Times (1923-) 
Retrieved from 
https://www.proquest.com/historical-
newspapers/saigon-rejects-pekings-claim-
spratly-islands/docview/120151466/se-
2?accountid=25333 

7 1974 V Vietna
m's 
contine
ntal 
shelf 

Saigon Sends Ships To Guard U.S. Oil Rig against Chinese trawlers  Saigon sends ships to guard U.S. oil rig. (1974, 
Nov 10). The Washington Post (1974-) Retrieved 
from https://www.proquest.com/historical-
newspapers/saigon-sends-ships-guard-u-s-oil-
rig/docview/146104679/se-2?accountid=25333 

8 1974 V Paracel
s 

1974 onwards: construction of military infrastructure in Paracels 
stepped up (Chubb’s dataset). 

Garver, John. “China’s Push Through the South 
China Sea,” China Quarterly, No. 132 (1992), pp. 
999-1028, in Chubb, A. (2021).  

9 1975 PV Spratly
s 

11/26/1975: CHINA REASSERTS CLAIM TO ISLANDS: Calls the Spratlys 
Part of Its 'Sacred Territory'. Vienam protests. 
January 1976. Chinese ships and planes conducted greatly expanded 
naval exercises in the SCS last fall, moving much farther south and 
showing more assertiveness than ever before. In response to Chinese 
assertion of sovereignty over the Spratlys, the North Vietnamese 
newspaper, Quan Doi Nhan Dan, recently warned that Hanoi's army 
was "ready to accept any mission anywhere" and to "go as far as the 
border areas and sea islands to main tain security of the fartherland".  

By FOX BUTFERFIELD Special to The New,York 
Times. (1975, Nov 27). CHINA REASSERTS CLAIM 
TO ISLANDS: CALLS THE SPRATLYS PART OF ITS 
'SACRED TERRITORY'. New York Times (1923-) 
Retrieved from 
https://www.proquest.com/historical-
newspapers/china-reasserts-claim-
islands/docview/120538374/se-
2?accountid=25333 
By FOX BUTTERFIELD Special to The New,York 
Times. (1976, Jan 25). SPRATLY ISLANDS 
CAUSING CONCERN: ANALYSTS BELIEVE 
ACTIONS BY 4 ASIAN COUNTRIES COULD LEAD 

https://www.proquest.com/historical-newspapers/saigon-lands-troops-on-spratly-isles-claimed-four/docview/157357991/se-2?accountid=25333
https://www.proquest.com/historical-newspapers/saigon-rejects-pekings-claim-spratly-islands/docview/120151466/se-2?accountid=25333
https://www.proquest.com/historical-newspapers/saigon-sends-ships-guard-u-s-oil-rig/docview/146104679/se-2?accountid=25333
https://www.proquest.com/historical-newspapers/saigon-sends-ships-guard-u-s-oil-rig/docview/146104679/se-2?accountid=25333
https://www.proquest.com/historical-newspapers/china-reasserts-claim-islands/docview/120538374/se-2?accountid=25333
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TO CONFRONTATION MILITARY ACTION 
UNLIKELY. New York Times (1923-) Retrieved 
from https://www.proquest.com/historical-
newspapers/spratly-islands-causing-
concern/docview/122750651/se-
2?accountid=25333 

10 1975 V Paracel
s 

PLA commences more advanced comprehensive survey of Paracel 
Islands, using satellite and aerial photography, and sonar and radar 
mapping. Survey continued till 1978 (Chubb’s dataset). 

SOA. Zhongguo Haiyang Nianjian (China Ocean 
Yearbook). Beijing: Haiyang Chubanshe (China 
Ocean Press). Volumes published between 1987 
and 2014. Noted as ZGHYNJ. 1986, 404, in 
Chubb, A. (2021).  

11 1977 V Paracel
s 

1977, July: a PLAN submarine conducted first experimental cruise, 
after which patrols around the Paracels became routine.  

Garver, John. “China’s Push Through the South 
China Sea,” China Quarterly, No. 132 (1992), pp. 
999-1028. 

12 1977 MPV Spratly
s  

1977, July: first PLAN patrols to the Spratly Islands (Chubb’s dataset). Naval Command, "Guanyu 'Nansha Qundao 
wenti xueshu yantaohui' de qingkuang baogao 
(Situation report on the 'Academic Symposium 
on the Spratly Archipelago issue')," in Nansha 
Wenti Lunwen Ziliao Huibian (Compendium of 
Essays and Materials on the Spratly Issue), 
(Beijing: Haijun Junshi Xueshu Yanjiusuo, 1988), 
p. 8. 
Zhang Liangfu, Nansha Qundao Dashiji 
(Chronicle of Major Events in the Spratly Islands, 
noted as NSQDDSJ), (Beijing: Zhongguo Kexue 
Yuan, 1996), , in Chubb, A. (2021) 

13 1977 P Scarbo
rough 
Shoal 

1977, October: CAS central SCS comprehensive survey mission lands 
on Scarborough Shoal (Chubb’s dataset) 

(SOA, ZGHYNJ 1986, 404; Zhong Sheng, “China 
has adequate legal basis”), in Chubb, A. (2021) 

14 1978 V Paracel
s 

1978-1979: Construction in the Paracels intensifies again. After 
constructing an airstrip on Woody Island in 1978, China starts flights 
to Hainan. By 1980 they are operating twice-weekly. 1979: "the harbor 
on Woody island was rebuilt and expanded."  On December 26, 
Hainan-Paracels ferry service officially opens (Chubb’s dataset).  

Garver, John. “China’s Push Through the South 
China Sea,” China Quarterly, No. 132 (1992), pp. 
999-1028, in Chubb, A. (2021).  

15 1978 V Paracel
s, 
Spratly
s 

In response to Chinese claims, Vietnam reiterated claims to Paracels 
and Spratlys 

China, vietnam reiterate claims to spratly 
islands. (1979, ). The Washington Post (1974-
) Retrieved from 
https://www.proquest.com/historical-
newspapers/china-vietnam-reiterate-claims-
spratly-islands/docview/147045117/se-
2?accountid=25333 

16 1979 V Paracel
s, 
Spratly
s 

Hanoi Rejects China's 8-Point Plan for Peace (which includes 
recognition of Chinese sovereignty over the Paracels and Spratlys. 
Hanoi descriebed the Paracels and Spratlys as "an inseparable part of 
Vietnamese territory". 

Hanoi rejects china's 8-point plan for peace. 
(1979, Apr 28). Los Angeles Times (1923-1995) 
Retrieved from 
https://www.proquest.com/historical-
newspapers/hanoi-rejects-chinas-8-point-plan-
peace/docview/158875776/se-
2?accountid=25333 
By FOX BUTTERFIELD Special to The New,York 
Times. (1979, Apr 27). Peking rejects hanoi 
proposal for arms-free zone: Vietnamese 
accusations repeated outline of grievances. New 
York Times (1923-) Retrieved from 
https://www.proquest.com/historical-
newspapers/peking-rejects-hanoi-proposal-
arms-free-zone/docview/120864800/se-
2?accountid=25333 

17 1979 V Paracel
s 

1979, April: PRC detains 24 Vietnamese military personnel for nearly a 
year in Paracels after they came within 500 metres of Chinese-held 
island and allegedly fired on a Chinese patrol boat (Chubb’s dataset).   

Zhang Liangfu, Nansha Qundao Dashiji 
(Chronicle of Major Events in the Spratly Islands, 
noted as NSQDDSJ), (Beijing: Zhongguo Kexue 
Yuan, 1996), in Chubb, A. (2021).  

18 1979 MPV Woody 
Island, 
Paracel 
Islands 

1979, December: first PLA marine corps brigade established in Hainan, 
with responsibility for the SCS, and Guangdong Provincial government 
also establishes office on Woody Island  (Chubb’s dataset). 

Singh, Swaran, “Continuity and Change in 
China’s Maritime Strategy,” Strategic Analysis, 
Vol. 23, No. 9 (1999), pp. 1493-1508, in Chubb, 
A. (2021).  

https://www.proquest.com/historical-newspapers/spratly-islands-causing-concern/docview/122750651/se-2?accountid=25333
https://www.proquest.com/historical-newspapers/spratly-islands-causing-concern/docview/122750651/se-2?accountid=25333
https://www.proquest.com/historical-newspapers/china-vietnam-reiterate-claims-spratly-islands/docview/147045117/se-2?accountid=25333
https://www.proquest.com/historical-newspapers/hanoi-rejects-chinas-8-point-plan-peace/docview/158875776/se-2?accountid=25333
https://www.proquest.com/historical-newspapers/peking-rejects-hanoi-proposal-arms-free-zone/docview/120864800/se-2?accountid=25333
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19 1979 V Paracel
s 

1979: after the war with Vietnam im 1979, PLAN signal troops began 
monitoring ships around the Paracels which were also "used during an 
exercise testing long-distance deployment of bombers to multiple 
fronts from bases in China's interior" (Garver, “China’s push,” 1007) 
(Chubb’s dataset).  

Garver, John. “China’s Push Through the South 
China Sea,” China Quarterly, No. 132 (1992), pp. 
999-1028. , in Chubb, A. (2021).  

20 1979 V Paracel
s 

"Militia activities on various Paracel islands also intensified during 
1979" (Garver, “China’s push,” 1007).  

Garver, John. “China’s Push Through the South 
China Sea,” China Quarterly, No. 132 (1992), pp. 
999-1028. 

21 1979 BIM
PV 

Betwee
n 
Hainan 
and 
Paracel
s 

1980, Sept: PRC Civil Aviation Administration tells international 
counterparts that from October, airlines would have to avoid a 
“danger zone” near Hainan. This forced diversions, especially in the 
high-traffic HK-Bangkok route. According to Garver, in July 1979 China 
claimed, "four danger zones in the area between Hainan and the 
Paracels, thereby forcing international airlines to negotiate with China 
as sovereign power” (Garver, “China’s push,” 1007) (Chubb’s dataset).  

Garver, John. “China’s Push Through the South 
China Sea,” China Quarterly, No. 132 (1992), pp. 
999-1028, in Chubb, A. (2021).  

22 1979 V Paracel
s, 
Spratly
s 

China "waged a 'battle of documents' with Hanoi, with each side 
massing documentary and historical evidence to substantiate its 
claims to ownership of the Paracels and Spratlys"  (Garver, “China’s 
push,” 1007).  

Garver, John. “China’s Push Through the South 
China Sea,” China Quarterly, No. 132 (1992), pp. 
999-1028. 

23 1980 MPV Spratly
s  

1980, November 8: First PLAN excursion to Spratlys, with two 
bombers patrolling (Chubb’s dataset). 

Zhang Liangfu, Nansha Qundao Dashiji 
(Chronicle of Major Events in the Spratly Islands, 
noted as NSQDDSJ), (Beijing: Zhongguo Kexue 
Yuan, 1996), in Chubb, A. (2021).  

24 1980 V Bomba
y Reef 
and 
North 
Reef, 
Paracel
s 

1980: Lighthouses were constructed on Bombay Reef and North Reef, 
southeast and northwest limits of the Paracels, respectively.   

Garver, John. “China’s Push Through the South 
China Sea,” China Quarterly, No. 132 (1992), pp. 
999-1028. 

25 1980 P Scarbo
rough 
Shoal 

1980: PRC leaves sovereignty marker on Scarborough Shoal (Chubb’s 
dataset). 

Duowei. “Feilübin shu ci tiaoxin yu zhan 
Zhongguo Huangyan Dao zhi lishi (History of 
Philippines’ succession of provocations and 
attempts to occupy China’s Huangyan Island).” 
Duowei, June 6, 2011, at 
http://history.dwnews.com/news/2011-06-
17/57818094.html, in Chubb, A. (2021).  

26 1982 V Gulf of 
Tonkin 

China Says Viets Attacked Fishing Boats. Vietnam says that 40 armed 
Chinese vessels had been sent to Vietnamese waters from 4 to 10 
miles of Binh Tri Thien province, near Con Co island. Vietnam ablazed 
three vessels and captured one.   
Vietnam claimed that armed Chinese boats, disguised as fishing boats, 
entered Vietnamese waters to harass local fisherman. China charged 
that Vietnamese gunboats had attacked three of their fishing boats 
the next day.  

By CHRISTOPHER S WRENSpecial to The 
New,York Times. (1982, Mar 12). China seizes 
vietnamese boat near disputed island group. 
New York Times (1923-) Retrieved from 
https://www.proquest.com/historical-
newspapers/china-seizes-vietnamese-boat-near-
disputed-island/docview/121927570/se-
2?accountid=25333 
Gibler, D. M. (2018). International Conflicts, 
1816-2010: Militarized Interstate Dispute 
Narratives: Rowman & Littlefield Publishers. 

27 1982 V Paracel
s 

China Seizes Vietnamese Boat Near the Paracel islands.  By CHRISTOPHER S WRENSpecial to The 
New,York Times. (1982, Mar 12). China seizes 
vietnamese boat near disputed island 
group. New York Times (1923-) Retrieved from 
https://www.proquest.com/historical-
newspapers/china-seizes-vietnamese-boat-near-
disputed-island/docview/121927570/se-
2?accountid=25333 

28 1982 V Gulf of 
Tonkin 

1982, Sept 26: Vietnam protests PRC energy exploration contract 
signed with US companies covering Gulf of Tonkin. Protests again 
February 12, 1983. PRC operations in Yinggehai basin continued to 
1988 at least, have probably continued to present (Chubb’s dataset).  

Zhang Liangfu, Nansha Qundao Dashiji 
(Chronicle of Major Events in the Spratly Islands, 
noted as NSQDDSJ), (Beijing: Zhongguo Kexue 
Yuan, 1996), in Chubb, A. (2021).  

29 1982 V Triton 
Island, 
Paracel
s 

1982: New, large harbour constructed on Triton Island, closest of the 
Paracels to Vietnam (VAFIS, “Sovereignty over the two archipelagos.”) 
(Chubb’s dataset).  

VAFIS. “Sovereignty over the two archipelagos of 
Hoang Sa and Truong Sa (Reference Book).” 
Vietnam Authority of Foreign Information 
Service, June 15, 2012, at 
http://www.vietnam.vn/sovereignty-over-the-

http://history.dwnews.com/news/2011-06-17/57818094.html
http://history.dwnews.com/news/2011-06-17/57818094.html
https://www.proquest.com/historical-newspapers/china-seizes-vietnamese-boat-near-disputed-island/docview/121927570/se-2?accountid=25333
https://www.proquest.com/historical-newspapers/china-seizes-vietnamese-boat-near-disputed-island/docview/121927570/se-2?accountid=25333
http://www.vietnam.vn/sovereignty-over-the-two-archipelagos-of-hoang-sa-and-truong-sa-reference-book-c1070n20120607174001561.htm
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two-archipelagos-of-hoang-sa-and-truong-sa-
reference-book-
c1070n20120607174001561.htm. Garver, John. 
“China’s Push Through the South China Sea,” 
China Quarterly, No. 132 (1992), pp. 999-1028, 
in Chubb, A. (2021) 

30 1983 BIM
PV 

South 
China 
Sea 

1983, March 1: SOA East and South Sea Branches send Haijian-41 and 
Haijian-71 to conduct "patrol surveillance" for first time, on the day 
the PRC Maritime Environmental Protection Law comes into effect 
(Chubb’s dataset). 

SOA, “Dashiji (Chronicle of major events).” State 
Oceanic Administration. Yearly for period 1963-
2003, 
https://www.soa.gov.cn/memo/index.html via 
Archive.org, 1983, in Chubb, A. (2021). 

31 1983 MPV South 
China 
Sea 

1983, April 24: PRC State Council announces official names for 287 
features, prompting Vietnamese protest at “brutal violation” of its 
sovereignty (Chubb’s dataset). 

Zhang Liangfu, Nansha Qundao Dashiji 
(Chronicle of Major Events in the Spratly Islands, 
noted as NSQDDSJ), (Beijing: Zhongguo Kexue 
Yuan, 1996), in Chubb, A. (2021). 

32 1983 BIM
P 

James 
Shoal, 
Natuna 
Islands, 
Spratly
s 

1983, May: PLAN supply ship and transport ship conduct first mission 
over 30 days to southern Spratly Islands, including encroachment of 
the Natuna Islands and exercises at James Shoal  (Garver, “China’s 
push,” 1008) (Chubb’s dataset).  

Zhang Liangfu, Nansha Qundao Dashiji 
(Chronicle of Major Events in the Spratly Islands, 
noted as NSQDDSJ), (Beijing: Zhongguo Kexue 
Yuan, 1996), in Chubb, A. (2021).  

33 1983 V Southe
rn 
Spratly
s 

1983, May: PLAN supply ship and transport ship conduct first mission 
over 30 days to southern Spratly Islands, including encroachment of 
the Natuna Islands and exercises at James Shoal.  Vietnam condemned 
this action as a violation of its sovereignty (Chubb’s dataset). 

Garver, John. “China’s Push Through the South 
China Sea,” China Quarterly, No. 132 (1992), pp. 
999-1028), in Chubb, A. (2021).  

34 1984 BMP
V 

Spratly
s 

China sends navy squadron to aproach Spratly islands (two frigates, a 
landing craft and an oil supply ship) 

China sends naval squadron to disputed spratly 
islands. (1984, May 13). New York Times (1923-) 
Retrieved from 
https://www.proquest.com/historical-
newspapers/china-sends-naval-squadron-
disputed-spratly/docview/122452277/se-
2?accountid=25333 

35 1984 BIM
PV 

Spratly
s  

1984, May-July: first CAS comprehensive survey of Spratly Islands 
(Chubb’s dataset). 

CAS (Chinese Academy of Sciences), Nansha 
Qundao Ji Qi Linjin Haiqu Zonghe Diaocha Yanjiu 
Baogao (Research Report on Comprehensive 
Survey of the Spratly Islands and Nearby 
Maritime Areas), (Beijing: Kexue Chubanshe, 
1989).Garver, John. “China’s Push Through the 
South China Sea,” China Quarterly, No. 132 
(1992), pp. 999-1028, in Chubb, A. (2021).  

36 1984 PV Central 
South 
China 
Sea 

1984, late: SOA comprehensive survey of central SCS concludes on Jan 
7, 1985, after 133 days, with 1100 participants, gathering hydrological, 
meterological, chemical, biological, gravitational, water depth, sonic 
and water pollution data (Chubb’s dataset).  

SOA, “Dashiji (Chronicle of major events).” State 
Oceanic Administration. Yearly for period 1963-
2003, 
https://www.soa.gov.cn/memo/index.html via 
Archive.org, 1985, in Chubb, A. (2021).  

37 1985 P Scarbo
rough 
Shoal 

1985, April: SOA South Sea Branch sends 24-person investigation team 
to Scarborough Shoal, finding no permanent foreign military presence, 
but temporary air targets and concrete simulated bullets (Chubb’s 
dataset). 

SOA, “Dashiji (Chronicle of major events).” State 
Oceanic Administration. Yearly for period 1963-
2003, 
https://www.soa.gov.cn/memo/index.html via 
Archive.org, 1985, in Chubb, A. (2021).  

38 1985 V Paracel
s 

1985, December 31: CCP General Secretary Hu Yaobang, and PLAN 
commander Liu Huaqing visit Paracels (Fravel, Strong Borders, 292) 
(Chubb’s dataset). 

Fravel, M. Taylor. Strong Borders, Secure Nation: 
Cooperation and Conflict in China’s Territorial 
Disputes (Princeton: Princeton University Press, 
2008), in Chubb, A. (2021).  

39 1987 BMP
V 

Spratly
s, 
James 
Shoal  

1987, April: PLAN chief admiral Liu Huaqing orders PLAN's first combat 
patrols in Spratlys (Fravel, Strong Borders, 293). From May 16 to June 
6 PLAN conducted its first large-scale patrol of the Spratlys, from 
Northwest Cay to James Shoal. The patrol also protected the 
exploratory investigation of the Spratlys  (Garver, “China’s push”). 
Between April and July the PLAN South Sea Fleet conducted surveys of 
600,000 sq km of the SCS. Ongoing through 1988.  

Zhang Liangfu, Nansha Qundao Dashiji 
(Chronicle of Major Events in the Spratly Islands, 
noted as NSQDDSJ), (Beijing: Zhongguo Kexue 
Yuan, 1996). Garver, John. “China’s Push 
Through the South China Sea,” China Quarterly, 
No. 132 (1992), pp. 999-1028, in Chubb, A. 
(2021).  

40 1987 BIM
PV 

Spratly
s 

1987, April-May: Fourth CAS Spratly comprehensive survey is the 
largest yet. Authorized by State Council to "strengthen survey 
research in Spratly waters," the expedition now had two ships, lasted 
1.5 months, and had “major significance for correcting charts, 

Zhang Liangfu, Nansha Qundao Dashiji 
(Chronicle of Major Events in the Spratly Islands, 
noted as NSQDDSJ), (Beijing: Zhongguo Kexue 
Yuan, 1996), in Chubb, A. (2021).  

https://www.soa.gov.cn/memo/index.html
https://www.proquest.com/historical-newspapers/china-sends-naval-squadron-disputed-spratly/docview/122452277/se-2?accountid=25333
https://www.soa.gov.cn/memo/index.html
https://www.soa.gov.cn/memo/index.html
http://www.vietnam.vn/sovereignty-over-the-two-archipelagos-of-hoang-sa-and-truong-sa-reference-book-c1070n20120607174001561.htm
http://www.vietnam.vn/sovereignty-over-the-two-archipelagos-of-hoang-sa-and-truong-sa-reference-book-c1070n20120607174001561.htm
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exploiting resources and navigation.” Sovereignty markers were left at 
Jackson Atoll, and possibility of occupation was investigated. A 
Ministry of Geology and Mining survey team also erected an official 
marker on Louisa Reef. According to Garver, these surveys were 
escorted by PLAN destroyers and under the pretext of UNESCO 
request for building an oceanic observation station in the Spratlys 
(Chubb’s dataset).  

41 1987 M James 
Shoal 

Oct-Nov. 1987: "a squadron of the East China Sea Fleet steamed 
54,000 knots from Qingdao through western Pacific to James Shoal". 
(Garver, “China’s push,” 1009) 

Garver, John. “China’s Push Through the South 
China Sea,” China Quarterly, No. 132 (1992), pp. 
999-1028. 

42 1987 P Spratly
s 

1987, November: Criticism of Philippines by name marks first time 
since 1970s that PRC had criticized an ASEAN country by name for SCS 
activities. When the Philippine Congress in 1987 tabled a bill to 
redefine the country's maritime boundaries to include about sixty 
islets in the Spratly archipelago, China made three public protests  
within one week (Chen, “China’s Spratly policy,” 169) (Chubb’s 
dataset).  

Chen, Jie. “China’s Spratly Policy: With Special 
Reference to the Philippines and Malaysia,” 
Asian Survey Vol. 34, No. 10 (1994), pp. 893-903, 
in Chubb, A. (2021).  

43 1988 V Fiery 
Cross 
Reef 

1988, January: PRC’s first occupation of Spratly feature, Fiery Cross 
Reef, followed by five more occupations in March (Chubb’s dataset).  

Liu Huaqing, Liu Huaqing Huiyilu (Recorded 
Memories of Liu Huaqing), (Beijing: Jiefangjun 
Chubanshe, 2007), in Chubb, A. (2021).  

44 1988 V Fiery 
Cross 
Reef 

2/3/1988: Start construction of the oceanic station at Fiery Cross Reef 
by PLAN (Garver, “China’s push,” 1010).  

Garver, John. “China’s Push Through the South 
China Sea,” China Quarterly, No. 132 (1992), pp. 
999-1028. 

45 1988 V Spratly
s 

1988 February 20: Vietnamese foreign ministry spokesperson 
demands that Chinese ships investigating and patrolling the Spratly 
Islands leave or "accept full responsibility for the consequences"  

Chubb, A. (2022), "Maritime Assertiveness Time 
Series (MATS 1.0)" dataset, version 1.01, May 
18, https://mavd.nbr.org 

46 1988 V Spratly
s 

Vietnam says China has landed troops on two reefs in the SCS claimed 
by both countries 

Dispute in south china sea. (1988, Feb 27). New 
York Times (1923-) Retrieved from 
https://www.proquest.com/historical-
newspapers/dispute-south-china-
sea/docview/110575678/se-2?accountid=25333 

47 1988 V Johnso
n Reef, 
Spratly
s 

1988, March 14: PRC uses force for first time in the Spratlys, killing 70 
Vietnamese sailors at Johnson Reef (Chubb’s dataset). Tensions over 
the issue erupted in light of accusations by China that Vietnam had 
unlawfully set military personnel on one of the islands (Boijao) on 
April 15, 1987. In early 1988, Vietnam announced that China had sent 
a fleet of warships to Vietnamese waters around the islands. China 
retorted that they were carrying out normal activity. Vietnam 
demanded total withdrawal on February 26, but China refused. 
Clashes were reported to have ensued on March 14. Both sides 
accused each other of causing the clash, though it is apparent that 
Vietnam got the worst of it. The dispute ends on March 14 when 
Vietnam learned of their losses in the skirmish. On March 17 and 23, 
the Vietnamese tried to get China to the negotiating table. China 
refused both requests claiming complete sovereignty over the islands. 
Fatalities: 26–100 deaths.(Gibler, 2018, p. 830)  

Liu Huaqing, Liu Huaqing Huiyilu (Recorded 
Memories of Liu Huaqing), (Beijing: Jiefangjun 
Chubanshe, 2007), in Chubb, A. (2021).  
Gibler, D. M. (2018). International Conflicts, 
1816-2010: Militarized Interstate Dispute 
Narratives: Rowman & Littlefield Publishers. 

48 1988 MPV Paracel
s, 
Spratly
s 

1988, April 13: NPC establishes Hainan Province, naming the three 
disputed island groups under its jurisdiction. Vietnam calls it “illegal 
and invalid,” with FM Nguyen saying China was trying to “legalize” its 
occupation of the Paracels and complete its “violation” of the Spratlys 
(Chubb’s dataset).  

Zhang Liangfu, Nansha Qundao Dashiji 
(Chronicle of Major Events in the Spratly Islands, 
noted as NSQDDSJ), (Beijing: Zhongguo Kexue 
Yuan, 1996), in Chubb, A. (2021).  

49 1988 V Fiery 
Cross 
Reef 

1988, June 11: People’s Daily reports Fiery Cross Reef construction is 
being accelerated, and that an artificial harbour and reclaimed island 
have appeared on the reef. On August 2 construction declared 
complete,  and State Council and CMC issued awards to the 
constructors (Chubb’s dataset).  

Zhang Liangfu, Nansha Qundao Dashiji 
(Chronicle of Major Events in the Spratly Islands, 
noted as NSQDDSJ), (Beijing: Zhongguo Kexue 
Yuan, 1996), in Chubb, A. (2021).  

50 1988 MPV Spratly
s 

1988, August 3: “offensive and defensive” PLA training exercises in 
Spratlys (Dinmore, “China’s navy on maneouvres”). Similar PLAN 
exercises were reported in October 1989 (Chubb’s dataset). 

Dinmore, Guy, “China’s navy on manoeuvres to 
protect Spratlys.” Reuters, August 3, 1988, via 
Factiva, in Chubb, A. (2021).  

51 1988 V Fiery 
Cross 
Reef, 
Huges 
Reef, 
Cuarter

1988-1989: Several dozen Chinese warships conduct large naval 
exercises coinciding with its occupation of several reefs in the Spratlys, 
consisting of Fiery Cross Reef, Huges Reef, Cuarteron Reef, Gaven Reef 
and Subi Reef. Vietnamese media reports that China occupies these 
reefs after successfully using several warships to block Vietnamese 
transport ships from entering the features.  

Pham, V. (2016). The Use or Threat of Force in 
the South China Sea Disputes Since 1945: A 
Timeline. In: Fels, E., Vu, TM. (eds) Power Politics 
in Asia’s Contested Waters. Global Power Shift. 
Springer, Cham. https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-
319-26152-2_25 

https://mavd.nbr.org
https://www.proquest.com/historical-newspapers/dispute-south-china-sea/docview/110575678/se-2?accountid=25333
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-26152-2_25
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-26152-2_25
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on 
Reef, 
Gaven 
Reef 
and 
Subi 
Reef, 
Spratly
s 

52 1989 V Duncan
, 
Woody
, East 
and 
Triton 
Islands, 
Paracel
s 

1989, February 5: Construction begins on harbours on Duncan, 
Woody, East and Triton Island (Chubb’s dataset)s.  

Nansha, “Nanhai Zhudao dashi nianbiao (Major 
events in South China Sea islands by year,” 
Nansha.org.cn, 2005, 
http://www.nansha.org.cn/history/2/nanhai_zh
udao_chronology_1975_1988.html, in Chubb, A. 
(2021).  

53 1989 PV North
west of 
Spratly
s 

a Chinese Academy of Science (CAS) expedition from Quangzhou 
conducted Chinese first investigation of geology and toplogy of the 
northwest Spratlys (Garver, “China’s push,” 1014) (Chubb’s dataset).   

Garver, John. “China’s Push Through the South 
China Sea,” China Quarterly, No. 132 (1992), pp. 
999-1028, in Chubb, A. (2021).  

54 1989 BMP
V 

Northe
astern 
of 
Spratly
s, Reed 
Bank 

1989, May-July: Three CAS comprehensive surveys. This was the first 
time the PRC had made a survey of the northeastern part of the 
archipelago (including the Reed Bank), and the first time it had “gone 
deeply into the Danger Area.” Three comprehensive surveys also in 
1990 (Chubb’s dataset).  

Zhang Liangfu, Nansha Qundao Dashiji 
(Chronicle of Major Events in the Spratly Islands, 
noted as NSQDDSJ), (Beijing: Zhongguo Kexue 
Yuan, 1996), in Chubb, A. (2021).  

55 1989 V Paracel
s 

1989: PRC begins construction on new airstrip in Paracels. On 
December 22, Vietnamese state radio quotes a FM spokesman saying 
China is building an airstrip in the Paracels. "This act of China not only 
violated Vietnam's sovereignty but also endangered other nations in 
the region," (Bangkok Post, “Vietnam says China building airbase on 
Spratlys”). Construction was completed 1991 (Chubb’s dataset).  

Bangkok Post. “Vietnam says China building 
airbase on Spratlys.” Bangkok Post, December 
23, 1989, via Factiva, in Chubb, A. (2021).  

56 1990 BMP
V 

Spratly
s 

In March a 10,000-ton research ship of the Oceanographic Bureau 
undertook an extensive survey of the Spratlys, setting up dozens of 
observation posts to monitor weather and water conditions.  

Garver, John. “China’s Push Through the South 
China Sea,” China Quarterly, No. 132 (1992), pp. 
999-1028. 

57 1990 V Spratly
s 

1990, May 17: VN MOFA spokesman reads statement to the Mixed 
Committee of the UNESCO Oceanography Program saying China's 
Spratly scientific research activities are violating Vietnam's sovereignty 
& territorial integrity.  

Chubb, A. (2022), "Maritime Assertiveness Time 
Series (MATS 1.0)" dataset, version 1.01, May 
18, https://mavd.nbr.org 

58 1991 MPV Spratly
s 

1991, May 21:Chinese combat exercises dispatching small craft in 
Spratlys (Nansha, “Nanhai Zhudao dashi nianbiao”) (Chubb’s dataset).  

Nansha, “Nanhai Zhudao dashi nianbiao (Major 
events in South China Sea islands by year,” 
Nansha.org.cn, 2005, 
http://www.nansha.org.cn/history/2/nanhai_zh
udao_chronology_1975_1988.html, in Chubb, A. 
(2021). 

59 1992 BMP
V 

Spratly
s, 
James 
Shoal  

1992, January 11: PRC sends largest-ever group of 24 Hainan officials 
and PLA officers, on 12-day inspection of southern Spratlys, where 
they drop seven sovereignty markers ((Chubb’s dataset).  

Yeung, Chris. “Group sent to Spratlys to support 
island claim.” South China Morning Post, January 
24, 1992, via Factiva. Garver, John. “China’s Push 
Through the South China Sea,” China Quarterly, 
No. 132 (1992), pp. 999-1028, in Chubb, A. 
(2021).  

60 1992 M Swallo
w Reef, 
Srpatly
s 

China accused Malaysia of infringing on its territorial rights to the 
islands, by planning to build an airstip. In Septepber [1991] Defense 
Minister of Malaysia said his country would build the airstrip on 
Swallow Reef.  

Whiting, K. L. (1992, Feb 02). Asian nations 
squabble over obscure string of islands. Los 
Angeles Times (1923-1995) Retrieved from 
https://www.proquest.com/historical-
newspapers/asian-nations-squabble-over-
obscure-string/docview/1730466663/se-
2?accountid=25333 

61 1992 BIM
PV 

South 
China 
Sea 
islands 

1992, Feb: NPC passes Territorial Sea Law, which names disputed 
islands, authorizes navy to evict intruders, and demands permission 
for innocent passage. Philippines, Indonesia, Malaysia and Vietnam 
protested the law. 

Chubb, A. (2022), "Maritime Assertiveness Time 
Series (MATS 1.0)" dataset, version 1.01, May 
18, https://mavd.nbr.org 

http://www.nansha.org.cn/history/2/nanhai_zhudao_chronology_1975_1988.html
https://mavd.nbr.org
http://www.nansha.org.cn/history/2/nanhai_zhudao_chronology_1975_1988.html
https://www.proquest.com/historical-newspapers/asian-nations-squabble-over-obscure-string/docview/1730466663/se-2?accountid=25333
https://mavd.nbr.org
http://www.nansha.org.cn/history/2/nanhai_zhudao_chronology_1975_1988.html
http://www.nansha.org.cn/history/2/nanhai_zhudao_chronology_1975_1988.html
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62 1992 V Spratly
s 

March 1992 In response to reports of oil drilling, Chinese marines land 
on Da Ba Dau reef [Whitsun reef], near the Vietnamese-held island of 
Sin Cowe East, triggering a military clash on 19 March 1992. Four 
months later, Chinese marines landed on Da Lac reef on Tizard Bank. 

Pham, V. (2016). The Use or Threat of Force in 
the South China Sea Disputes Since 1945: A 
Timeline. In: Fels, E., Vu, TM. (eds) Power Politics 
in Asia’s Contested Waters. Global Power Shift. 
Springer, Cham. https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-
319-26152-2_25 

63 1992 V Vietna
m's 
contine
ntal 
shelf 

1992, May 8: China awards 25,000 sq km energy concession (WAB-21) 
to little-known US oil prospecting company Crestone. Last known 
activity in WAB-21 was in 1994. (Hayton, South China Sea)  
1992 May-June: Vietnam strongly protests Crestone's oil exploration, 
submitting a note to the United Nations (Hayton 2014). VN has 
regularly used UN channels to denounce PRC actions since; indeed this 
policy could be traced back as far as 1988. 

Hayton, Bill. The South China Sea: The Struggle 
for Power in Asia (New Haven: Yale University 
Press, 2014). 
Chubb, A. (2022), "Maritime Assertiveness Time 
Series (MATS 1.0)" dataset, version 1.01, May 
18, https://mavd.nbr.org 

64 1992 V South 
China 
Sea 

June to September 1992 China seizes 20 Vietnamese cargo ships 
coming from Hong Kong 

Pham, V. (2016). The Use or Threat of Force in 
the South China Sea Disputes Since 1945: A 
Timeline. In: Fels, E., Vu, TM. (eds) Power Politics 
in Asia’s Contested Waters. Global Power Shift. 
Springer, Cham. https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-
319-26152-2_25 
Magistad, M. (1992, Dec 01). Vietnamese and 
chinese open talks: Premiers discuss territorial 
feuds. The Washington Post (1974-) Retrieved 
from https://www.proquest.com/historical-
newspapers/vietnamese-chinese-open-
talks/docview/140696184/se-
2?accountid=25333 

65 1992 MPV Gaven 
Reef, 
Spratly
s 

1992: Upgrades of Spratly outposts to third generation of “reef forts”. 
China confirmed arrival of building materials at Gaven Reef on July 9. 
Vietnam makes official diplomatic protest accusing PRC of violating a 
November 1991 leaders' agreement (Chubb’s dataset).  

Nansha, “Nanhai Zhudao dashi nianbiao (Major 
events in South China Sea islands by year,” 
Nansha.org.cn, 2005, 
http://www.nansha.org.cn/history/2/nanhai_zh
udao_chronology_1975_1988.html; Zhang 
Liangfu, Nansha Qundao Dashiji (Chronicle of 
Major Events in the Spratly Islands, noted as 
NSQDDSJ), (Beijing: Zhongguo Kexue Yuan, 
1996), in Chubb, A. (2021).  

66 1992 V Gulf of 
Tonkin, 
70nm 
from 
Vietna
mese 
coast 

1992, Sept 4: Vietnam summons PRC ambassador to protest and 
demand removal of a survey ship and drilling ship in Gulf of Tonkin. 
Reuters describes this as the toughest statement against Chinese 
actions since February. Hainan TV reports the ship, Hainan-6, is on a 
drilling mission from September 4 to March 4, and Vietnamese news 
report says it is in waters 70nm from the Vietnamese coast. Ongoing 
through ~1993.  In September, China set up a drilling rig about 78 
miles off the coast of Thai Binh province in the Gulf of Tonkin. 
However, the rig was withdrawn before Chinese Premier Li Peng's visit 
to Vietnam in December (Chubb’s dataset).   

Zhang Liangfu, Nansha Qundao Dashiji 
(Chronicle of Major Events in the Spratly Islands, 
noted as NSQDDSJ), (Beijing: Zhongguo Kexue 
Yuan, 1996). 
Branigin, W. (1992, Dec 06). Vietnam: The big 
buildup begins: For american oil giants, 
opportunities are waiting offshore. The 
Washington Post (1974-) Retrieved from 
https://www.proquest.com/historical-
newspapers/vietnam-big-buildup-
begins/docview/140679181/se-
2?accountid=25333, in Chubb, A. (2021).  

67 1993 V Gulf of 
Tonkin 

1993, March 8: "China has resumed oil exploration activities in 
disputed waters in the Gulf of Tonkin in a move that could chill 
Beijing's ties. The mass-circulation daily, quoting Vietnamese Foreign 
Ministry sources, said Hanoi has confirmed that two Chinese ships 
began oil-drilling activities in the contested waters about a week ago." 
(Kyodo via Taffer dataset).  
1993 March onwards: Vietnam takes a series of measures retaliating 
against PRC moves over WAB-21 and Gulf of Tonkin. Vietnam 
approves Mobil involvement in "Blue Dragon" development and in 
December 1993 explore in Block 5.1b within the 9DL, near Crestone 
concession, though not overlapping (Nansha, "Nanhai Zhudao"; Fravel 
2008, 297; Hayton 2014).  

Nansha, “Nanhai Zhudao dashi nianbiao (Major 
events in South China Sea islands by year,” 
Nansha.org.cn, 2005, 
http://www.nansha.org.cn/history/2/nanhai_zh
udao_chronology_1975_1988.html 
Chubb, A. (2022), "Maritime Assertiveness Time 
Series (MATS 1.0)" dataset, version 1.01, May 
18, https://mavd.nbr.org 

68 1993 V Paracel
s 

1993, April 19: Jiang Zemin visits Paracels, along with Defense Minister 
Chi Haotian and Hainan Provincial Party Secretary (Chubb’s dataset).  

Nansha, “Nanhai Zhudao dashi nianbiao (Major 
events in South China Sea islands by year,” 
Nansha.org.cn, 2005, 

https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-26152-2_25
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-26152-2_25
https://mavd.nbr.org
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-26152-2_25
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-26152-2_25
https://www.proquest.com/historical-newspapers/vietnamese-chinese-open-talks/docview/140696184/se-2?accountid=25333
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http://www.nansha.org.cn/history/2/nanhai_zhudao_chronology_1975_1988.html
https://www.proquest.com/historical-newspapers/vietnam-big-buildup-begins/docview/140679181/se-2?accountid=25333
https://www.proquest.com/historical-newspapers/vietnam-big-buildup-begins/docview/140679181/se-2?accountid=25333
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https://mavd.nbr.org
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http://www.nansha.org.cn/history/2/nanhai_zh
udao_chronology_1975_1988.html, in Chubb, A. 
(2021).  

69 1993 V Vietna
m's 
contine
ntal 
shelf 

"A Chinese seismic survey ship was firing seismographic air guns into 
the sea late last week not far from where two companies working for 
BP were conducting a marine seismic survey. Mr Yeldham said the 
Chinese ship left the area on Monday. "The Vietnamese naval vessels 
appeared. They observed. They left. And soon afterward the Chinese 
vessel moved on," said Mr Yeldham. "There was no engagement." 

 Zhang, K. (2019). Appendix for Ketian Zhang, 
"Cautious Bully: Reputation, Resolve, and 
Beijing’s Use of Coercion in the South China 
Sea," International Security, Vol. 44, No. 1 
(Summer 2019), pp. 117–159, 
https://doi.org/10.1162/ISEC_a_00354. 
Retrieved from: 
https://doi.org/10.7910/DVN/7HTIQ1;  Wong 
Joon San, “Chinese seismic ship leaves BP survey 
area, Business,” South China Morning Post, May 
14, 
1993, p. 1; Carlyle A. Thayer, “Sino-Vietnamese 
Relations: The Interplay of Ideology and National 
Interest,” 
Asian Survey, Vol. 34, No. 6 (Jun. 1994), p. 525 

70 1993 V Gulf of 
Tonkin 

China began military exercises in late July 1993, with exercises that 
included ground troops, air force bombers and fighters, warships, and 
marine units near the Gulf of Tonkin. By late August, China had sent oil 
exploration ships to the area, escorted by naval vessels, and Vietnam 
protested. Hanoi renewed its call for withdrawal of Chinese oil 
explorations vessel on October 11.  

Gibler, D. M. (2018). International Conflicts, 
1816-2010: Militarized Interstate Dispute 
Narratives: Rowman & Littlefield Publishers. 
Ghosn, F., Palmer, G., & Bremer, S. A. (2004). 
The MID3 Data Set, 1993—2001: Procedures, 
Coding Rules, and Description. Conflict 
Management and Peace Science, 21(2), 133-154. 
doi:10.1080/07388940490463861, entry #4029 

71 1993 P Mischi
ef Reef 

1993, July-August: Philippines Navy removes PRC markers at Mischief 
Reef and other features (Zhang, "Appendix II," p. 3, citing Hainan 
Provincial Office source). 

Chubb, A. (2022), "Maritime Assertiveness Time 
Series (MATS 1.0)" dataset, version 1.01, May 
18, https://mavd.nbr.org 

72 1993 BIM
PV 

Spratly
s 

1993: Three CAS Spratly surveys, and two more in 1994 (Zhang, 
NSQDDSJ, 298-299) (Chubb’s dataset). 

Zhang Liangfu, Nansha Qundao Dashiji 
(Chronicle of Major Events in the Spratly Islands, 
noted as NSQDDSJ), (Beijing: Zhongguo Kexue 
Yuan, 1996), in Chubb, A. (2021).  

73 1994 V Vietna
m's 
contine
ntal 
shelf 

1994, April 19: Crestone begins seismic survey work in WAB-21; 
standoff ensues, with two Chinese warships blockading a Vietnamese 
oil rig in the area. In May 1994, China engaged in a show of force by 
increasing its naval presence around the Spratly Islands with one 
frigate, landing craft, torpedo boats, two research ships and data 
collection vessels. In July 1994, two Chinese warships blockaded a 
Vietnamese oil rig. China turned back at least one ship carrying 
supplies for the rig. On July 2, 1994, Vietnam seized three Chinese 
fishing boats and detained their crews. China protested the Vietnam's 
seizure and demanded the return of the vessels and the crew. In 
August 1994, Vietnamese gunships engaged in a show of force by 
forcing a Chinese research vessel to flee an oil field claimed by both 
countries. 

Ghosn, Faten, Glenn Palmer and Stuart Bremer. 
“The MID3 data set, 1993–2001: procedures, 
coding rules, and description.” Conflict 
Management and Peace Science, No. 21 (2004), 
pp. 133-154, entry #4030, , in Chubb, A. (2021). 
Gibler, D. M. (2018). International Conflicts, 
1816-2010: Militarized Interstate Dispute 
Narratives: Rowman & Littlefield Publishers, 
p.831. 
https://www.nytimes.com/1994/07/21/world/c
hina-sends-warships-to-vietnam-oil-site.html  

74 1994 BIM
PV 

Spratly
s 

1994, April 20-May10: Major PRC fisheries survey. PRC Agruculture 
Ministry completes 21-day, 3400nm survey of  SCS. MOA official Zhuo 
Youzhan was quoted as saying the data would be used for ''protection 
of future development of local marine sources as well as for the 
supervision of the fishermen in the area' (China to extend fishing 
rights supervision) It was the first trip to Spratlys by Yuzheng-31."  

Chubb, A. (2022), "Maritime Assertiveness Time 
Series (MATS 1.0)" dataset, version 1.01, May 
18, https://mavd.nbr.org 

75 1994 PV Paracel
s, 
Spratly
s 

1994, October: Vietnam complains about Chinese fishers “violating” 
its waters; PRC embassy in Hanoi confirms increased numbers in both 
Spratlys and Paracels (Torode, “Boats blamed for entering Viet 
waters.”). This was preceded by a major PRC fisheries survey, and in 
March 1995 the Philippines also protested increases in Chinese fishing 
in the eastern Spratlys (Kyodo, “Philipine to send 90-100 marines to 
Spratlys”). Ongoing through 2015 (numbers of fishers presumed to 
have continued at this level at least) (Chubb’s dataset).  

Torode, “Boats blamed for entering Viet 
waters.”; Kyodo. “Philipine to send 90-100 
marines to Spratlys.” Kyodo, April 3, 1995, via 
Factiva, in Chubb, A. (2021).  

76 1994 P Scarbo
rough 
Shoal 

1994: PRC “built a one-meter-high concrete monument” on 
Scarborough Shoal (Zhong Sheng, “China has adequate legal basis.”). 
Destroyed by Philippines authorities in 1997 (Chubb’s dataset). 

Zhong Sheng, “China has adequate legal basis 
for sovereignty over Huangyan Island.” People’s 
Daily Online, May 10, 2012, 
http://en.people.cn/90883/7813224.html, in 
Chubb, A. (2021).  

http://www.nansha.org.cn/history/2/nanhai_zhudao_chronology_1975_1988.html
https://doi.org/10.1162/ISEC_a_00354
https://doi.org/10.7910/DVN/7HTIQ1
https://mavd.nbr.org
https://www.nytimes.com/1994/07/21/world/china-sends-warships-to-vietnam-oil-site.html
https://mavd.nbr.org
http://en.people.cn/90883/7813224.html
http://www.nansha.org.cn/history/2/nanhai_zhudao_chronology_1975_1988.html
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77 1994 P Mischi
ef Reef 

1994, late: China occupies Mischief Reef, establishing a Fisheries 
Management outpost (Fravel, Strong Borders, 296-298. 
1995 February-August: Philippines government publicizes 
photographic evidence of China occupying Mischief Reef and presses 
for further ASEAN involvement, securing an expression of "serious 
concern" from ASEAN Ministers in March. (Hayton, The South China 
Sea, 86-88, 193; Dzurek, The Spratly Islands Dispute, 34-35; Van Pham, 
The Use or Threat of Force, 526; NSQDDSJ, 273-277). This has been a 
regular practice of the Philippines in response to assertive PRC moves 
since, with notable examples in 1998 and especially 2012 onwards.. 
1995 May: Philippines naval vessel approaches Mischief Reef with 36 
journalists on board, some of whom were foreign, and flew 
helicopters over the reef (Dzurek, The Spratly Islands Dispute, 37; 
NSQDDSJ 279-280).   

Fravel, M. Taylor. Strong Borders, Secure Nation: 
Cooperation and Conflict in China’s Territorial 
Disputes (Princeton: Princeton University Press, 
2008). 
Chubb, A. (2022), "Maritime Assertiveness Time 
Series (MATS 1.0)" dataset, version 1.01, May 
18, https://mavd.nbr.org 
Wallace, C. P., & ABBY TAN SPECIAL TO,THE 
TIMES. (1995, May 17). China warns philippines 
about use of disputed island. Los Angeles Times 
(1923-1995) Retrieved from 
https://www.proquest.com/historical-
newspapers/china-warns-philippines-about-use-
disputed-island/docview/2022090150/se-
2?accountid=25333 

78 1995 P Jackso
n Atoll, 
Half 
Moon 
Shoal 
and 
Sabina 
Shoal, 
Spratly
s 

1995 March: Philippines destroys Chinese markers on features 
including Jackson Atoll, Half Moon Shoal and Sabina Shoal (Dzurek, 
The Spratly Islands Dispute, 37-38; NSQDDSJ, 278; Philippines 
Memorial, Annex 21). Others named include First Thomas (Xinyi) and 
Second Thomas (Zhang, Appendix II, 5)  

Chubb, A. (2022), "Maritime Assertiveness Time 
Series (MATS 1.0)" dataset, version 1.01, May 
18, https://mavd.nbr.org 

79 1995 M Malays
ia's 
EEZ, off 
Sarawa
k coast 

16 March 1995 Malaysian navy boats fire on a Chinese trawler found 
to be fishing off Sarawak, reportedly within Malaysian EEZ, injuring 
four Chinese crewmembers. 

Pham, V. (2016). The Use or Threat of Force in 
the South China Sea Disputes Since 1945: A 
Timeline. In: Fels, E., Vu, TM. (eds) Power Politics 
in Asia’s Contested Waters. Global Power Shift. 
Springer, Cham. https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-
319-26152-2_25 

80 1995 P Spratly
s 

1995: Detentions of PRC fishers in the Spratly Islands. On March 25 
the Philippine navy detains four PRC boats and 62 fishermen near 
Alicia Annie Reef (9°23’N, 115°27’E), and presses charges (Philippines 
Memorial, Annexes 19-20; Dzurek, The Spratly Islands Dispute, 37).  

Chubb, A. (2022), "Maritime Assertiveness Time 
Series (MATS 1.0)" dataset, version 1.01, May 
18, https://mavd.nbr.org 

81 1995 P Spratly
s 

1995, May 13: PRC ships block a Philippines Navy vessel headed for 
Spratlys with journalists on board (Zhang, NSQDDSJ, 279-280; also 
entry #4028 in Ghosn, Palmer and Bremer, “Dispute narratives.”).  In 
January 1995, China detained Philippine fishermen and Philippines 
filed an official protest against China. On February 22, 1995, 
Philippines dispatched naval vessels and aircraft to the Spratlys in 
response to the discovery of Chinese structures there. The naval craft 
closed within "half a mile" of Chinese vessels and fighter jets 
conducted renaissance flights in the area. On March 25, 1995, 
Philippines seized four Chinese fishing vessels sailing near an island 
claimed by Philippines. Philippines sentenced the new crew to 10 
months in jail.  

Zhang Liangfu, Nansha Qundao Dashiji 
(Chronicle of Major Events in the Spratly Islands, 
noted as NSQDDSJ), (Beijing: Zhongguo Kexue 
Yuan, 1996), in Chubb, A. (2021).  
Ghosn, Faten, Glenn Palmer and Stuart Bremer. 
“The MID3 data set, 1993–2001: procedures, 
coding rules, and description.” Conflict 
Management and Peace Science, No. 21 (2004), 
pp. 133-154, entry #4028. 

82 1995 V Vietna
m's 
contine
ntal 
shelf 

"China reportedly began oil-drilling operations, well-informed sources 
here said. One report said that a Chinese naval vessel, which was 
escorting a ship used for drilling operations, fired warning shots at a 
Vietnamese vessel that was monitoring the drilling operations. The 
incident reportedly took place about 400 kilometers southeast of the 
Vietnamese city of Vung tau."  

Hiroyuki Sugiyama, Yomiuri Shimbun 
Correspondent, “China reportedly drilling for oil 
near Spratly Isles,” 
The Daily Yomiuri, January 30, 1996, Tuesday 
(K. Zhang, 2019a). 

83 1996 V Vietna
m's 
contine
ntal 
shelf 

"Vietnam gave what was previously the China-Crestone deal to U.S. 
company Conoco. China warned Conoco off the project before the 
contract was signed, according to a report earlier this month in the 
Houston Chronicle. In a letter to former Conoco chief executive 
Constantine Nicandros obtained by the newspaper, Chen Bingqian, 
vice president of the China National Offshore Oil Corp. threatened 
'confrontation, losses and liabilities' if the deal was consummated.. 
"Vietnam asserted its UNCLOS rights, authorising a consortium led by 
Conoco Vietnam Exploration and Production BV, a unit of 
Houstonbased Conoco Inc., to explore Blocks 133 and 134, which 
encompassed three million acres of the South Con Son basin, about 

Reuters, “Hanoi-Conoco Oil Pact Reopens Island 
Dispute,” The New York Times, April 13, 1996, 
Saturday, Late Edition. 
Marcus W. Brauchli, “China, in Sharp Rebuke, 
Warns Conoco About Plans to Seek Oil With 
Vietnam,” The Wall Street Journal, April 23, 
1996. 
“China raps Vietnam over oil contract,” United 
Press International, April 17, 1996, 
https://www.upi.com/Archives/1996/04/17/Chi
na-raps-Vietnam-over-oil-
contract/4430829713600/, 

https://mavd.nbr.org
https://www.proquest.com/historical-newspapers/china-warns-philippines-about-use-disputed-island/docview/2022090150/se-2?accountid=25333
https://mavd.nbr.org
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-26152-2_25
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-26152-2_25
https://mavd.nbr.org
https://www.upi.com/Archives/1996/04/17/China-raps-Vietnam-over-oil-contract/4430829713600/
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200 miles off Vietnam’s southern coast. (Do Thanh Hai, Vietnam and 
the South China Sea, 95; Dzurek, The Spratly Islands Disupute, 42).  

Chubb, A. (2022), "Maritime Assertiveness Time 
Series (MATS 1.0)" dataset, version 1.01, May 
18, https://mavd.nbr.org 

84 1996 BIM
PV 

Paracel
s 

1996, May 15: PRC announces territorial sea baselines around Paracel 
Islands, designating a wide expanse of ocean as territorial waters.  

Marcus W. Brauchli, “China, in Sharp Rebuke, 
Warns Conoco About Plans to Seek Oil With 
Chubb, A. (2022), "Maritime Assertiveness Time 
Series (MATS 1.0)" dataset, version 1.01, May 
18, https://mavd.nbr.org 

85 1996 I Natuna 
Islands 

Indonesia conducted a naval exercise near the Natuna Islands, an area 
China had also claimed. Chine responded by sending five warships to 
the area and remained on alert until the end of the exercise (Gibler, 
2018, p.836).  This dispute involves 2 incidents- an Indonesian naval 
exercise near the Natuna Islands and the dispatch of 5 warships to the 
area by China in response to the exercise. The Indonesian exercise 
was, according to reports, "intended to warn Beijing that Jakarta will 
strongly resist any Chinese attempt to assert control over a huge 
natural gas project being developed by Indonesian and US 
companies." China renounced its claims on the Natunas in 1995, but 
not the gas field.  (Ghosn, Palmer, and Bremer, “The MID3 data set.”, 
entry #4063) 

Gibler, D. M. (2018). International Conflicts, 
1816-2010: Militarized Interstate Dispute 
Narratives: Rowman & Littlefield Publishers. 
Ghosn, F., Palmer, G., & Bremer, S. A. (2004). 
The MID3 Data Set, 1993—2001: Procedures, 
Coding Rules, and Description. Conflict 
Management and Peace Science, 21(2), 133-154. 
doi:10.1080/07388940490463861; 
Vietnam,” The Wall Street Journal, April 23, 
1996. 

86 1997 V Vietna
m's 
contine
ntal 
shelf, 
103km 
from 
Vietna
mese 
coast 

1997, March 7: Kantan-3 oil exploration rig drills 103km from 
Vietnamese coast (Balfour, “Analysts puzzled”). First use of ASEAN to 
push back against PRC, following the PRC's Kantan-03 oil rig move. On 
March 20 "in an unprecedented move, Vietnam’s Deputy Foreign 
Minister Vu Khoan met with the ambassadors of seven ASEAN 
members to inform them of the oil-drilling dispute and explain 
Vietnam’s position. The day after, Hanoi held a press conference to 
condemn China’s violation of its EEZ and continental shelf.” (Do Thanh 
Hai, Vietnam and the South China Sea, 99). 

Balfour, “Analysts puzzled” 
Chubb, A. (2022), "Maritime Assertiveness Time 
Series (MATS 1.0)" dataset, version 1.01, May 
18, https://mavd.nbr.org 

87 1997 P Scarbo
rough 
Shoal 

1997 April: The Philippine navy strengthens on-water control around 
Scarborough Shoal. Navy orders a Chinese speedboat and two fishing 
boats to leave Scaborough Shoal; Philippine fishermen removed 
Chinese markers and raise their flag (Van Pham, The Use or Threat of 
Force, 527; Storey, Creeping Assertiveness, 98). Ham radio enthusiasts 
also intimidated by low-flying planes and gunboats (Sherry, "Law of 
the Seize."). 

Chubb, A. (2022), "Maritime Assertiveness Time 
Series (MATS 1.0)" dataset, version 1.01, May 
18, https://mavd.nbr.org 

88 1997 P Kota/L
oaita 
rock, 
Panata
/Lankia
m rock, 
Spratly
s  

In December 1996, Philippines upgraded its capabilities in the Spratlys 
to prepare for a possible conflict with China. Four months later, in 
April 1997, four armed Chinese vessels were spotted in the Spratly 
Islands and cruised near Kota and Panata Islands where Philippine 
troops are stationed. In response, Philippines scrambled fighter jets 
for patrol missions. Furthermore, they consequently deployed an 
additional company of marines (approximately 200 men). Philippine 
forces were also placed on alert in response to the sightings of 
Chinese warships. Philippines also deployed naval vessels to the 
disputed Scarsborough Shoal and blocked the entry of three non-
governmental Chinese boats into the area in, again, April 1997. In June 
1997, Philippines blasted concrete slabs and pulled up buoys in an 
area of the Spratly Islands. In the same month, Philippine navy 
patrolmen fired warning shots at a Chinese fishing vessel near Kota 
Island and Spratly Islands. In the next month, Philippines arrested at 
least 23 Chinese and Hong Kong fishermen because of "illegal entry 
and illegal fishing." Chinese Embassy secretary said China would 
consider official protest. On September 23, 1997, the fishermen were 
released. 

Richardson, “Is China coveting ‘lost’ lands?”; 
Abbugao, “China, Philippines exchange 
diplomatic protests”; Ghosn, Faten, Glenn 
Palmer and Stuart Bremer. “The MID3 data set, 
1993–2001: procedures, coding rules, and 
description.” Conflict Management and Peace 
Science, No. 21 (2004), pp. 133-154, entry 
#4028. 
Latest tensions recede in spratly island dispute. 
(1997, May 04). New York Times (1923-) 
Retrieved from 
https://www.proquest.com/historical-
newspapers/latest-tensions-recede-spratly-
island-dispute/docview/109687712/se-
2?accountid=25333 

89 1997 P Scarbo
rough 
Shoal 

1997 May-July: Detaining and charging of Chinese fishers for poaching 
around Scarborough Shoal begins, and lasts through to at least 2000. 
In May Philippines arrested 21 Chinese fishermen for poaching off the 
Scarsborough Shoal. (MID 3.0 Narratives #4028).  The policy continues 
into 1998: On January 17 & March 11, 1998: The Philippine arrests 22 
and 29 Chinese fishermen respectively close to Scarborough Shoal and 
charges them with possession of protected marine turtles and corals 
(PHL Memorial, Annex 28-29; Van Pham, The Use or Threat of Force, 
527; Deutsche Presse-Agentur). On November 21, 1998: PHL arrests 

Ghosn, Faten, Glenn Palmer and Stuart Bremer. 
“The MID3 data set, 1993–2001: procedures, 
coding rules, and description.” Conflict 
Management and Peace Science, No. 21 (2004), 
pp. 133-154, entry #4028 
Chubb, A. (2022), "Maritime Assertiveness Time 
Series (MATS 1.0)" dataset, version 1.01, May 
18, https://mavd.nbr.org 

https://mavd.nbr.org
https://mavd.nbr.org
https://mavd.nbr.org
https://mavd.nbr.org
https://www.proquest.com/historical-newspapers/latest-tensions-recede-spratly-island-dispute/docview/109687712/se-2?accountid=25333
https://mavd.nbr.org
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20 Chinese fishermen near Mischief Reef and charges them with illegal 
fishing. (PHL Memorial Annex 37; Storey, Creeping Assertiveness, 98).  
The practice of apprehensions continued through at least 2000 (PHL 
Memorial, Annex 41-42). 

90 1997 V Gulf of 
Tonkin 

1997, Oct 21: Ledong agreement signed with Arco. "A cooperation 
agreement, signed Oct. 21 between Arco and the China National 
Offshore Oil Co., allows Arco to conduct an initial assessment of the 
gas potential in the Ledong area, he said. The Ledong gas fields are 
about 100 kilometers southwest of China's Hainan Island... The 
Vietnamese foreign ministry on Nov. 22 told the Chinese government 
that the Arco site 'includes a part which violates Vietnamese 
territory.'" 

Chubb, A. (2022), "Maritime Assertiveness Time 
Series (MATS 1.0)" dataset, version 1.01, May 
18, https://mavd.nbr.org 

91 1997 BIM
PV 

Spratly
s 

1997-1999: Seven CAS Spratly surveys for 9th Five-Year Plan (Anhui, 
“’Jiu-Wu’ Nansha Qundao”). 1997, mid-year: PRC sends surveillance 
ships to Scarborough after PHL interferes with ham radio enthusiasts 
(Zhang, "Cautious Bully" online appendix). This appears to be in 
response to an unprecedented situation, so it is not clear that PRC 
would have reacted less assertively in earlier years. 

Anhui. “’Jiu-Wu’ Nansha Qundao ji qi linjin haiqu 
zonghe kexue kaocha (Comprehensive scientific 
surveys in Spratly Islands and nearby ocean 
areas).” Anhui Sheng Keji Wenxian yu Chuangxin 
Fuwu Pingtai (Anhui Province Sci-tech Document 
and Innovation Service Platform), no date, 
https://www.ahkjwx.cn:81/article/detail.aspx?id
=CG00038024 , in Chubb, A. (2021).  

92 1998 P Scarbo
rough 
Shoal 

January 1998 The Philippine Navy arrests 22 Chinese fishermen close 
to Scarborough Shoal 

Pham, V. (2016). The Use or Threat of Force in 
the South China Sea Disputes Since 1945: A 
Timeline. In: Fels, E., Vu, TM. (eds) Power Politics 
in Asia’s Contested Waters. Global Power Shift. 
Springer, Cham. https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-
319-26152-2_25 

93 1998 P Thitu 
island, 
Parola 
island 
and 
other 
feature
s, 
Spratly
s 

On August 4, 1998, four Chinese ships, a Vietnamese ship, and two 
boats of unidentified origin anchored four miles from Parola, an islet 
claimed by the Philippines. The Philippine navy responded with 
increased patrols in Pag-asa, the group of islets claimed by the 
Philippines. On October 28, the Philippine navy spotted armed 
Chinese vessels near Philippine claimed islets; one of the ships carried 
construction equipment to improve Chinese structures on the Meiji 
islands. On May 23, 1999, a Philippine naval ship engaged a Chinese 
fishing vessel in a chase, collided with it and caused the fishing vessel 
to sink. On July 19, a Philippine naval ship spotted two Chinese vessels 
off the Likas and Panata Islands. It fired warning shots then collided 
with one of the fishing vessels, causing the vessel to sink. (Gibler, 
2018) 

Gibler, D. M. (2018). International Conflicts, 
1816-2010: Militarized Interstate Dispute 
Narratives: Rowman & Littlefield Publishers, 
p.835. 

94 1998 P Mischi
ef Reef 

1998, October: PRC  complains about the low-flying PHL surveillance 
flights around Mischief Reef (PHL Memorial Annex 34-35).  PHL 
reportedly also instructs its navy to fire warning shots if PRC ships 
come too close (Taffer dataset). PHL allegedly discontinued the flights 
in November (PHL Memorial Annex 36), but the PRC complained again 
and a March 24, 1999, report quoted a PHL official saying the flights 
were continuing (Taffer dataset). Philippine government publishes 
images of Chinese vessels unloading construction materials at 
Mischief Reef. (Storey, Creeping Assertiveness, 98) 

Chubb, A. (2022), "Maritime Assertiveness Time 
Series (MATS 1.0)" dataset, version 1.01, May 
18, https://mavd.nbr.org 

95 1998 P Spratly
s 

Starting from October 28, 1998, Philippines protested against the 
intrusion of several armed Chinese vessels and cargo ships near a 
group of islands in the Spratlys. This incident is reported as China's 
show of force against Philippines and the end day is unclear. China 
was reported to be constructing structures on the area. In response to 
China's naval movements in the Spratlys, Philippines engaged in a 
counter show of force by increasing naval patrols in the area in order 
to prevent the entrance and exit of Chinese naval vessels (starting in 
November 1998). China protested the increase of Philippine patrols. 
On November 11, 1998, Philippines placed its forces on alert in the 
South China Sea in response to Chinese encroachment on one of the 
disputed reefs. The Philippine navy was ordered to "shoot across the 
bow" of any intruding Chinese ships. On November 29, 1998, 
Philippines arrested twenty Chinese fishermen fishing on the Spratly 
Islands and detained their boats. China protested the Philippine 
action. (Ghosn, Palmer, and Bremer, “The MID3 data set.”) 

Ghosn, F., Palmer, G., & Bremer, S. A. (2004). 
The MID3 Data Set, 1993—2001: Procedures, 
Coding Rules, and Description. Conflict 
Management and Peace Science, 21(2), 133-154. 
doi:10.1080/07388940490463861, entry #4128 

https://mavd.nbr.org
https://www.ahkjwx.cn:81/article/detail.aspx?id=CG00038024
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-26152-2_25
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-26152-2_25
https://mavd.nbr.org
https://www.ahkjwx.cn:81/article/detail.aspx?id=CG00038024
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96 1999 P Spratly
s 

1 May 1999 Chinese naval ships are accused of harassing a Philippine 
naval vessel after being stranded near the Spratly Islands 

Pham, V. (2016). The Use or Threat of Force in 
the South China Sea Disputes Since 1945: A 
Timeline. In: Fels, E., Vu, TM. (eds) Power Politics 
in Asia’s Contested Waters. Global Power Shift. 
Springer, Cham. https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-
319-26152-2_25 

97 1999 P Scarbo
rough 
Shoal 

1999 May-July: Three sinkings of PRC trawlers in as many months. In 
May Philippine warship sank a Chinese fishing boat in collision off 
Scarborough Shoal. (Van Pham, The Use or Threat of Force, 527; Zhang 
Jie, Huangyan Island Model). In June another Chinese fishing boat 
sinks after a collision with a Philippine naval vessel near the Spratly 
Islands (PHL Memorial Annex 39; "Chinese Fishing Boat Sinks Off 
Disputed Spratlys," Deutsche Presse-Agentur, July 20, 1999, via Tiki 
toki timeline). And in July another sinking in a collision with a 
Philippine warship off Scarborough Shoal.” (Van Pham, The Use or 
Threat of Force, 528). On May 23, 1999, a Philippine navy vessel 
chased and collided with a Chinese fishing vessel near the 
Scarborough Shoal. The Chinese vessel sank as a result of the collision, 
which Philippines labeled as "accidental." China expressed "strong 
displeasure" for the incident (Ghosn, Palmer, and Bremer, “The MID3 
data set.”). 

Chubb, A. (2022), "Maritime Assertiveness Time 
Series (MATS 1.0)" dataset, version 1.01, May 
18, https://mavd.nbr.org 
Ghosn, F., Palmer, G., & Bremer, S. A. (2004). 
The MID3 Data Set, 1993—2001: Procedures, 
Coding Rules, and Description. Conflict 
Management and Peace Science, 21(2), 133-154. 
doi:10.1080/07388940490463861, entry #4128 

98 2000 P Scarbo
rough 
Shoal 

On January 25, 2000, the Philippine navy boarded two Chinese fishing 
vessels near Scarborough Shoal. Scarborough Shoal—Huangyan Island 
to China—lies within Philippine’s claimed 300-mile EEZ, although 
China has claimed possession of the islet for hundreds of years 
(Gibler,2018).  
In the first two months of 2000, Philippines navy boarded several 
Chinese fishing vessels and fired warning shots across the bows of two 
Chinese vessels near the Scarborough Shoal. The participants 
mentioned that they wanted to solve the Spratlys issue peacefully 
after the incidents. (Ghosn, Palmer, and Bremer, “The MID3 data 
set.”) 

Gibler, D. M. (2018). International Conflicts, 
1816-2010: Militarized Interstate Dispute 
Narratives: Rowman & Littlefield Publishers, 
p.835. 
Ghosn, F., Palmer, G., & Bremer, S. A. (2004). 
The MID3 Data Set, 1993—2001: Procedures, 
Coding Rules, and Description. Conflict 
Management and Peace Science, 21(2), 133-154. 
doi:10.1080/07388940490463861, entry #4128 

99 2000 P Scarbo
rough 
Shoal 

2 February 2000 Philippine Navy ship fires warning shots into the air to 
drive Chinese vessels away from Scarborough Shoal. Philippine Armed 
Forces Chief Gen. Angelo Reyes says that the ship tried to contact the 
vessels but they engaged in some evasive maneuvers. China’s 
Ambassador Fu Ying later informs Foreign Secretary Domingo Siazon 
Jr. that Beijing would file a diplomatic protest over the said incident. 
DFA orders probe on the incident and asks China to prevent its fishing 
vessels from venturing into disputed islands. On February 2nd 
Philippine naval ships chased more Chinese fishing boats at 
Scarborough Shoal and fired warning shots. (Gibler, 2018) 

Chubb, A. (2022), "Maritime Assertiveness Time 
Series (MATS 1.0)" dataset, version 1.01, May 
18, https://mavd.nbr.org 
Van Pham, The Use or Threat of Force, 528. 

100 2000 P Palawa
n 
island, 
Spratly
s 

2000 May 26: Further intensification of coercive enforcement against 
PRC fishers/militia. “Philippine troops opened fire on Chinese 
fishermen in the waters off the Philippines’ island Palawan, killing one 
and arresting seven.” (Van Pham, The Use or Threat of Force, 528; 
China Makes Representations to the Philippines on Killing of 
Fisherman,” Xinhua News Agency, June 2, 2000) 

Chubb, A. (2022), "Maritime Assertiveness Time 
Series (MATS 1.0)" dataset, version 1.01, May 
18, https://mavd.nbr.org 
Van Pham, The Use or Threat of Force, 528. 

101 2000 V Vietna
m's 
contine
ntal 
shelf  

2000: MFA Asian Affairs D-G Fu Ying makes very strong private 
representations to BP management regarding its involvement in 
Vietnamese offshore oil block 6.1 (Hayton, South China Sea, 136).  

Hayton, Bill. The South China Sea: The Struggle 
for Power in Asia (New Haven: Yale University 
Press, 2014), 136. 

102 2001 P Spratly
s 

2001, Jan-March: Board-seize-eject method of fisheries enforcement 
expands to the Spratlys. From January through March, the Philippine 
navy boarded 14 Chinese-flagged boats, confiscating catches and 
ejecting them from Spratly area. (Van Pham, "The Use or Threat of 
Force," 528; AFP, "China Summons Philippine Official Over Sea 
Dispute"; CNN, “Row Grows Over Disputed Spratly Island."). This 
method continued to be used at Scarborough Shoal regularly through 
2006 (PCA, "Award," 323-325). 

Chubb, A. (2022), "Maritime Assertiveness Time 
Series (MATS 1.0)" dataset, version 1.01, May 
18, https://mavd.nbr.org 

103 2001 P Scarbo
rough 
Shoal 

2001 March: Philippines sends a warship to Scarborough Shoal to pre-
empt any PRC attempts to (re)construct sovereignty markers (Van 
Pham, "The Use or Threat of Force," 528; EIA, “South China Sea 
Backgrounder"). 

Chubb, A. (2022), "Maritime Assertiveness Time 
Series (MATS 1.0)" dataset, version 1.01, May 
18, https://mavd.nbr.org 

https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-26152-2_25
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-26152-2_25
https://mavd.nbr.org
https://mavd.nbr.org
https://mavd.nbr.org
https://mavd.nbr.org
https://mavd.nbr.org
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104 2001 V Spratly
s 

2001: Intensified detentions of PRC fishers in Spratlys. "May 2, 2001 
(AFP) - A Chinese fishing boat with 11 crew aboard was seized by two 
Vietnamese warships in the South China Sea a week ago and has not 
been heard of since, a Hong Kong newspaper reported Wednesday." 
The fishing vessel was named as Danzhou 72007 (AFP via Taffer 
dataset). And as reported on June 13: "Coastguards in central Vietnam 
have seized four Chinese boats and 51 crew members caught fishing in 
Vietnamese waters, a local official said on Wednesday. The official 
from the People's Committee in Thua Thien Hue province said the four 
boats were seized on Sunday." (Reuters via Taffer dataset). 

Chubb, A. (2022), "Maritime Assertiveness Time 
Series (MATS 1.0)" dataset, version 1.01, May 
18, https://mavd.nbr.org 

105 2001 P Scarbo
rough 
Shoal 

2001, May: Two Chinese navy vessels, a survey ship, and helicopters 
sighted at Scarborough Shoal (Gomez, “Philippine military report”). 
Further PRC increases its activities around Scarborough Shoal occurred 
in 2002, according to Philippines military report (Kyodo, "China 
continues"), (Chubb’s dataset).  
China sent two warships and a research vessel into Filipino territorial 
waters around the Scarborough Shoal on May 18, 2001. China had 
assured the Filipino government that these were not provocative 
actions. However, China continued to send more ships and at one 
point had 12 in the territorial waters of the Philippines. (Gibler, 2018, 
p.836). China is reported to have increased its naval presence in the 
disputed Spratly Islands in May 2001, including conducting live fire 
exercises in the area. Furthermore, Chinese vessels were spotted in 
the Scarsborough Shoal area for the first time. This naval deployment 
occurred even though China assured to Philippines that China was not 
seeking a military presence in the area. (Ghosn, Palmer, and Bremer, 
“The MID3 data set.”) 

Gomez, Jim. “Philippine military report says 
China continues to fortify claims in the South 
China Sea.” AP, July 16, 2002, via Factiva; Kyodo. 
“China continues to fortify claims in disputed 
Spratlys.” Kyodo, July 12, 2002, via Factiva, in 
Chubb, A. (2021). 
Gibler, D. M. (2018). International Conflicts, 
1816-2010: Militarized Interstate Dispute 
Narratives: Rowman & Littlefield Publishers. 
Ghosn, F., Palmer, G., & Bremer, S. A. (2004). 
The MID3 Data Set, 1993—2001: Procedures, 
Coding Rules, and Description. Conflict 
Management and Peace Science, 21(2), 133-154. 
doi:10.1080/07388940490463861, entry #4279.  

106 2002 P Scarbo
rough 
Shoal 

2002, Feb 10: Detentions and application of violence against PRC 
fishers/militia at Scarborough Shoal. PRC internal source states nine 
armed Philippines military police boarded Chinese fishing boats near 
Scarborough Shoal, order them to sign documents, detaining and 
beating them when they refused. On August 31 the Philippines Navy 
seized 14 Chinese fishers & 4 dinghies at Scarborough Shoal. China 
protests, Philippines claims it thought it was rescuing HK fishers 
missing in the Spratlys. (NISCSS 2002 report, 36-37; Taffer data).  

Chubb, A. (2022), "Maritime Assertiveness Time 
Series (MATS 1.0)" dataset, version 1.01, May 
18, https://mavd.nbr.org 

107 2002 V Paracel
s 

2002, June: China held live-fire military exercises in disputed waters 
near the Paracel Islands, according to Vietnam (Williams, “Don't 
neglect the Spratlys”). "China's navy conducted routine shooting 
training southwest of Hainan Island recently. For the safety of the 
nearby ships, the Chinese side made an announcement in advance," 
Chinese Foreign Ministry spokesman Liu Jianchao told reporters...In a 
statement late on Monday, Vietnam's Foreign Ministry spokeswoman 
Phan Thuy Thanh said Hanoi was very concerned about the exercises, 
some of which, she said, were scheduled to take place in Vietnam's 
territorial waters.". 

Williams, Matt. “Don't neglect the Spratlys.” Far 
Eastern Economic Review, September 26, 2002, 
at http://www.spratlys.org/news/sep02/26.htm  
Chubb, A. (2022), "Maritime Assertiveness Time 
Series (MATS 1.0)" dataset, version 1.01, May 
18, https://mavd.nbr.org 

108 2002 V South 
China 
Sea 

Outcome (and Settlement): Unclear (None). Fatalities: None. 
Narrative: Vietnam protested that Chinese naval maneuvers were 
being conducted in Vietnamese waters. China stated the exercises 
were in Chinese waters. (Gibler, 2018, p.831) 
Vietnam accused China of performing naval drills in Vietnamese 
waters, which they also claimed was impeding Vietnamese naval and 
shipping traffic. China denied the accusations, claiming that all naval 
drills occurred in Chinese waters, albeit near Vietnamese waters.  
(Palmer et al., 2015, entry #4446) 

Gibler, D. M. (2018). International Conflicts, 
1816-2010: Militarized Interstate Dispute 
Narratives: Rowman & Littlefield Publishers. 
Palmer, G., D’Orazio, V., Kenwick, M., & Lane, M. 
(2015). The MID4 dataset, 2002–2010: 
Procedures, coding rules and description. 
Conflict Management and Peace Science, 32(2), 
222-242. doi:10.1177/0738894214559680 

109 2002 PV Spratly
s 

2002: China reinforces its reef outposts in the Spratly archipelago, 
according to Philippines military (Kyodo, “China continues”).  
2002: China introduces Mapping and Surveying Law that specifies that 
foreign vessels engaged in mapping and surveying in "waters under 
Chinese jurisdiction" must have prior consent from PRC govt & 
military. 

Kyodo. “China continues to fortify claims in 
disputed Spratlys.” Kyodo, July 12, 2002, via 
Factiva, in Chubb, A. (2021). Appendix for 'PRC 
Assertiveness in the South China Sea: Measuring 
Continuity and Change, 1970-2015,' 
International Security, Vol. 45, No. 3 (Winter 
2020/21), pp. 79–121, 
doi.org/10.1162/isec_a_00400. Retrieved from: 
https://doi.org/10.7910/DVN/3Y7NRU 

https://mavd.nbr.org
https://mavd.nbr.org
http://www.spratlys.org/news/sep02/26.htm
https://mavd.nbr.org
https://doi.org/10.7910/DVN/3Y7NRU
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110 2002 BIM
PV 

South 
China 
Sea 

2002: First mention of enforcement of SCS fishing ban against foreign 
fishing boats in Fisheries Yearbook (Fisheries, ZGYYNJ 2003, 141).  
2002, May & Aug-Sep: CMS shadowing of US and Russian survey work 
(SOA Yearbook 2003). Location unclear. 

Fisheries Administration. Zhongguo Yuye 
Nianjian (China Fisheries Yearbook, noted as 
ZGYYNJ). Beijing: Nongye Chubanshe 
(Agriculture Press). Volumes published between 
2001 and 2014. Noted as ZGYYNJ, in Chubb, A. 
(2021).  

111 2003 V Spratly
s 

2003, April-June: China sent scientific research ship to the Spratlys, 
interfered with by Vietnamese ships (NISCSS, “2003 NHDQXSPGBG,” 
36). The Philippine government also threatened to file a diplomatic 
protest with China over its research vessels and warships in the area. 
(Sorza, “U.S. war games not related to disputed island: Arroyo”).  
2003, April-June: When China sent a scientific research ship to the 
Spratlys, "Vietnamese navy sent ships to constantly monitor it, 
impeding China's normal scientific research activities" (NISCSS 2003 
report, 36). Internal PRC source. 

NISCSS, Nanhai Xingshi Pinggu Baogao 
(Evaluative Report on Developments in the 
South China Sea), (Haikou: Zhongguo Nanhai 
Yanjiuyuan);Sorza, “U.S. war games not related 
to disputed island: Arroyo” 
Chubb, A. (2022), "Maritime Assertiveness Time 
Series (MATS 1.0)" dataset, version 1.01, May 
18, https://mavd.nbr.org 

112 2003 P Spratly
s 

2003, November: PHL removes PRC markers in Spratlys (Zhang, 
Appendix II, 8-9). Foreign Secretary Ople later said the PRC hadn't built 
any "new structures or installations" in PHL areas (Taffer data). 

Chubb, A. (2022), "Maritime Assertiveness Time 
Series (MATS 1.0)" dataset, version 1.01, May 
18, https://mavd.nbr.org 

113 2004 BIM
PV 

Paracel
s  

2004, May and October: PRC Fisheries Administration launches its first 
two “special operations” against foreign fishing in the Paracels and 
“Zhongsha Islands.” Law enforcement vessel Yuzheng-46161 was 
posted permanently to the Paracels (Fisheries, ZGYYNJ 2005, 144). 
Coercion of Vietnamese fishers in the Paracels has occurred yearly 
since this time or earlier. Ongoing through 2015.  

Fisheries Administration. Zhongguo Yuye 
Nianjian (China Fisheries Yearbook, noted as 
ZGYYNJ). Beijing: Nongye Chubanshe 
(Agriculture Press). Volumes published between 
2001 and 2014. Noted as ZGYYNJ.2005, 144, in 
Chubb, A. (2021).  

114 2004 BMP
V 

Southe
rn 
South 
China 
Sea 

2004, July 6: Ministry of Land and Resources gives PetroChina 
permission to explore for oil and gas in the southern part of the South 
China Sea (Reuters, “PetroChina to explore in Spratly chain”). 

Reuters. “PetroChina to explore in Spratly 
chain.” Reuters, July 6, 2004, at 
http://www.spratlys.org/news/july04/06.htm , 
in Chubb, A. (2021).  

115 2004 V Vietna
m's 
contine
ntal 
shelf, 
63nm 
from 
Vietna
mese 
coast 

2004, November: Kantan-3 oil exploration rig drills 63 nautical miles 
from Vietnamese coast (State Department, “Chinese missteps).  

State Department, “Chinese missteps in Vietnam 
are a U.S. opportunity,” cable #05HANOI247, 
January 28, 2005, in Chubb, A. (2021).  

116 2005 V Gulf of 
Tonkin 

2005, January 8: PRC Maritime Police kill 9 Vietnamese fishers, and 
wound "many" more. (State Department, “Chinese missteps”).  

State Department, “Chinese missteps in Vietnam 
are a U.S. opportunity,” cable #05HANOI247, 
January 28, 2005, in Chubb, A. (2021).  

117 2005 P Scarbo
rough 
Shoal 

2005, December 30: PHL Navy detains 4 Chinese fishing boats near 
Scarborough. A Navy report states that "The Philippine Navy maintains 
its position that the operation in Scarborough Shoal was a legitimate 
exercise of Philippine sovereignty over the area" (PHL Memorial, 
Annex 57-58). Although the PHL Navy implemented, "exercise of 
sovereignty" suggests the issue was administrative control, not 
security threats. 

Chubb, A. (2022), "Maritime Assertiveness Time 
Series (MATS 1.0)" dataset, version 1.01, May 
18, https://mavd.nbr.org 

118 2005 V Gulf of 
Tonkin, 
dispute
d 
waters 

2005: Non-regular rights defense patrols begin in Gulf of Tonkin 
border area and parts of the disputed waters (SOA, ZGHYNJ 2006, 
164).  

SOA. Zhongguo Haiyang Nianjian (China Ocean 
Yearbook). Beijing: Haiyang Chubanshe (China 
Ocean Press). Volumes published between 1987 
and 2014. Noted as ZGHYNJ.  2006, 164, in 
Chubb, A. (2021).  

119 2006 V Vietna
m's 
contine
ntal 
shelf 

2006: Lobbying campaign against foreign oil companies cooperating 
with Vietnam begins (Fravel, “China’s strategy,” 303).  
2006, June 16: India's ONGC Videsh signs up for Blocks 127 and 128. 
"In 2006, ONGC Videsh, an Indian state-owned oil exploration 
corporation, obtained permission from Vietnam to explore several 
blocks (including 127 and 128) in the South China Sea in waters also 
claimed by China" (ICG, Oil in Troubled Waters, 12, KNOC, Vietnam 
Acreage Map).  

Fravel, M. Taylor. “China’s Strategy in the South 
China Sea,” Contemporary Southeast Asia: A 
Journal of International and Strategic Affairs, 
Vol. 33, No. 3 (2011), pp. 292- 319. 
Chubb, A. (2022), "Maritime Assertiveness Time 
Series (MATS 1.0)" dataset, version 1.01, May 
18, https://mavd.nbr.org 

120 2006 V Paracel
s 

2006, June-July: Unilateral oil and gas survey near Paracels with escort 
that reportedly fended off waves of Vietnamese "armed vessels" 
(Yang and Peng, "Bihai huige"). Chinese survey ships carrying out 

(Yang and Peng, "Bihai huige" 
Chubb, A. (2022), "Maritime Assertiveness Time 

https://mavd.nbr.org
https://mavd.nbr.org
http://www.spratlys.org/news/july04/06.htm
https://mavd.nbr.org
https://mavd.nbr.org
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seismic work south of the Paracels allegedly "fended off waves of 
Vietnamese “armed vessels” sent to obstruct the survey." (Martinson, 
The Arming of China's Maritime Frontier, 7-8). Happened in June 2007 
as well as 2010 and 2014, so arguably an ongoing line of behavior 
through that period. 

Series (MATS 1.0)" dataset, version 1.01, May 
18, https://mavd.nbr.org 

121 2007 V Vietna
m's 
contine
ntal 
shelf 

2007: PRC threatens economic interests of foreign oil companies with 
joint ventures with Vietnam, and in one instance the wellbeing of their 
staff. "Heavy-handed" MFA protests at short notice over Vietnam’s 
explorations, threatening Nguyen Phu Trong's visit (State Department, 
“China-Vietnam: Beijing pressuring Hanoi”). The threats appear to 
remain in effect through subsequent years (Chubb’s dataset). 
"2007.4.20  Vietnam planned to work with BP in Spratlys. China: 
threats of sanctions regarding BP in June 2007; BP eventually gave up 
the bid in 2009." "Note also that China protested 11 times in 2007 
regarding oil exploration deals made between Vietnam and foreign 
companies, including British, Russian, French, Norwegian, U.S., and 
Australian companies. However, it does seem that China only picked 
on BP for sanctions threats." (K. Zhang’s dataset) 

State Department, “China-Vietnam: Beijing 
pressuring Hanoi on energy details near Spratly 
Islands,” US State Department cable 
#07BEIJING2670, April 20, 2007, via 
Archive.org.https://www.reuters.com/article/bp
-vietnam-chinadispute-
idUSL1389504420070613, in Chubb, A. (2021).  

122 2007 V Vietna
m's 
contine
ntal 
shelf 

China's use of maritime surveillance ships against Vietnam-backed 
Russian exploration ships. 

Li Jinming, “Quyu wai daguo jieru yu nanhai 
zhengyi fazhan qushi [External powers and the 
South China, , in Chubb, A. (2021). Sea 
disputes],” in An Yingmin ed., Nanhai quyu wenti 
yanjiu diyiji [Volume 1 of South China Sea Issues] 
(Beijing: 
China Economics Press: 2012). [KZ] 

123 2007 V Paracel
s 

2007: At least two CMS “special operations” against “foreign 
countries’ rights-infringing activities”, including June-July drilling 
incident in Paracels, which involved ramming (SOA, ZGHYNJ 2008, 127; 
CCTV, Lan Jiang Weishi). This was preceded by CMS exercises in 
May/June 2007 were "the largest air-sea patrol exercise since the 
founding of CMS" in 1998 (Chubb’s dataset).  

SOA. Zhongguo Haiyang Nianjian (China Ocean 
Yearbook). Beijing: Haiyang Chubanshe (China 
Ocean Press). Volumes published between 1987 
and 2014. Noted as ZGHYNJ.  2008, 19 
https://thediplomat.com/2014/02/vietnam-and-
china-a-dangerous-incident/, in Chubb, A. 
(2021).  

124 2007 V Woody 
Island, 
Paracel 
Islands 

2007: Detentions of Vietnamese fishers increase. In one incident in 
July, a Vietnamese fishing boat sank and one fisherman was killed, 
according to Vietnam’s military. This was near Woody Island, 
according to the Vietnam MOFA (State Department, "Vietnam MFA 
disputes details of article"). 

State Department, ‘Vietnam MFA Disputes 
Details Of Article On Clash With China Over 
Spratlys’, cable #07HANOI1283, July 20, 2007. 
Chubb, A. (2022), "Maritime Assertiveness Time 
Series (MATS 1.0)" dataset, version 1.01, May 
18, https://mavd.nbr.org 

125 2007 V Spratly
s 

9 July 2007 A Chinese navy ship fires at Vietnamese fishing vessels 
near disputed Spratly islands, injuring five Vietnamese fishermen. 

Pham, V. (2016). The Use or Threat of Force in 
the South China Sea Disputes Since 1945: A 
Timeline. In: Fels, E., Vu, TM. (eds) Power Politics 
in Asia’s Contested Waters. Global Power Shift. 
Springer, Cham. https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-
319-26152-2_25 

126 2007 V Vietna
m's 
contine
ntal 
shelf 

2007 August 6: “Vietnam officially demanded the US ocean drilling 
company, Transocean, to cancel its concession agreement with 
CNOOC for Block 2-4 west of the Paracel Islands, which overlapped 
with Vietnam’s Block 141.” [response to oil tensions] (Do Thanh Hai, 
Vietnam and the South China Sea, 141). Also: “Since 2007, Vietnamese 
officials repeatedly asked their US counterparts to pay more attention 
to the East Asia and particularly to dissuade the US companies from 
dropping their projects in the waters offshore Vietnam.” (Do Thanh 
Hai, Vietnam and the South China Sea, 182). 

Chubb, A. (2022), "Maritime Assertiveness Time 
Series (MATS 1.0)" dataset, version 1.01, May 
18, https://mavd.nbr.org 

127 2007 V Paracel
s, 
Spratly
s 

Tensions Rise Over South China Sea Islands 
A war of words between China and Vietnam over a disputed chain of 
islands in the South China Sea has intensified, with Beijing's 
announcement that an anti-China protest in Hanoi had damaged 
bilateral ties. “Things happened in Vietnam recently which damaged 
the relationship between the two countries,” foreign ministry 
spokesman Qin Gang told reporters after the weekend demonstration 
outside the Chinese embassy in Hanoi and consulate in Ho Chi Minh 
City.  China’s legislature recently ratified a plan to create a symbolic 
administrative region called Sansha to manage three archipelagos, 
including the Paracels and the Spratlys. 

https://www.rfa.org/english/news/vietnam/viet
nam_spratlys-20071213.html-
01212008233114.html; 
https://www.rfa.org/english/vietnam/vietnam_s
pratlys-20071213.html 

https://mavd.nbr.org
https://www.reuters.com/article/bp-vietnam-chinadispute-idUSL1389504420070613
https://thediplomat.com/2014/02/vietnam-and-china-a-dangerous-incident/
https://thediplomat.com/2014/02/vietnam-and-china-a-dangerous-incident/
https://mavd.nbr.org
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-26152-2_25
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-26152-2_25
https://mavd.nbr.org
https://www.rfa.org/english/news/vietnam/vietnam_spratlys-20071213.html-01212008233114.html
https://www.rfa.org/english/vietnam/vietnam_spratlys-20071213.html
https://www.reuters.com/article/bp-vietnam-chinadispute-idUSL1389504420070613
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128 2008 V Vietna
m's 
contine
ntal 
shelf 

Vietnam planned to work with Exxon Mobil. China issued threats of 
business interests with Exxon Mobil.  
2008, July: Vietnam signs preliminary cooperation agreement with US 
company Exxon Mobil to explore disputed areas in the southern and 
central coastal areas. (NISCSS 2009 report p.11). 2008, early: Exxon 
signs MOU with PetroVietnam to explore Blocks 156-159. "The blocks 
were by far the furthest offshore that Vietnam had ever leased. The 
south-eastern corner of Block 159 was more than 500km from the 
Vietnamese coast – well into disputed territory. ExxonMobil was also 
in serious talks about leasing Blocks 117, 118 and 119 just off 
Vietnam’s central coast." (Hayton 2014) 

Yee Kai Pin, “China Pressures Exxon, Vietnam 
Beijing Concerned Over Small Project In South 
China Sea,” 
The Wall Street Journal, July 24, 2008, 
https://www.wsj.com/articles/SB121683746072
777899, accessed 
May 6, 2018. [KZ] 
Chubb, A. (2022), "Maritime Assertiveness Time 
Series (MATS 1.0)" dataset, version 1.01, May 
18, https://mavd.nbr.org 

129 2008 V Vietna
m's 
contine
ntal 
shelf 

2008, September: interference with Vietnamese continental shelf 
surveys (SOA, ZGHYNJ 2009, 151; State Department, “PRC: cow's 
tongue claim not licked”). Location unknown, but most likely off VN's 
central coast as southern part was subject to joint submission with 
Malaysia. The lack of similar incidents in subsequent years may have 
been due to deterrent effect. 

SOA. Zhongguo Haiyang Nianjian (China Ocean 
Yearbook). Beijing: Haiyang Chubanshe (China 
Ocean Press). Volumes published between 1987 
and 2014. Noted as ZGHYNJ. 2009, 151; State 
Department, “PRC: Cow's Tongue Claim Not 
Licked, Despite Objections From The Philippines 
And Vietnam,” US State Department cable 
#09BEIJING579, March 5, 2009. 
Chubb, A. (2022), "Maritime Assertiveness Time 
Series (MATS 1.0)" dataset, version 1.01, May 
18, https://mavd.nbr.org 

130 2008 V Vietna
m's 
contine
ntal 
shelf 

2008: Vietnam's diplomatic lobbying efforts stepped up. Vietnamese 
opposition forced a Swiss offshore drilling company to cancel a 
Paracels contract with China (CSIS 2017, 204). Also in 2008 Vietnam 
managed to lobby IOC to remove China's 9-dash-line in the official 
online map of the Olympic torch relay (Do Thanh Hai, Vietnam and the 
South China Sea, 157). 

Chubb, A. (2022), "Maritime Assertiveness Time 
Series (MATS 1.0)" dataset, version 1.01, May 
18, https://mavd.nbr.org 

131 2008 V Paracel
s 

2008: Expulsions of Vietnamese fishers in Paracels increase from 100+ 
in 2007 to 313 in 2008 (Fisheries, ZGYYNJ 2008, 138; Fisheries, ZGYYNJ 
2009, 150). Expulsions dropped to 102 in 2009, due to deterrent effect 
of new policy (NISCSS, “2008-2009 NHXSPGBG,” 49; Fisheries, ZGYYNJ 
2010, 124). Expulsion, confiscation of catches and damaging of boats 
has continued regularly to present. Ongoing through 2015 (Chubb’s 
dataset).  

Fisheries Administration. Zhongguo Yuye 
Nianjian (China Fisheries Yearbook, noted as 
ZGYYNJ). Beijing: Nongye Chubanshe 
(Agriculture Press). Volumes published between 
2001 and 2014. Noted as ZGYYNJ. (Fisheries, 
ZGYYNJ 2008, 138; Fisheries, ZGYYNJ 2009, 150, 
Fisheries, ZGYYNJ 2010, 124; NISCSS, Nanhai 
Xingshi Pinggu Baogao (Evaluative Report on 
Developments in the South China Sea), (Haikou: 
Zhongguo Nanhai Yanjiuyuan), 49, in Chubb, A. 
(2021). Appendix for 'PRC Assertiveness in the 
South China Sea: Measuring Continuity and 
Change, 1970-2015,' International Security, Vol. 
45, No. 3 (Winter 2020/21), pp. 79–121, 
doi.org/10.1162/isec_a_00400. Retrieved from: 
https://doi.org/10.7910/DVN/3Y7NRU 

132 2009 V Paracel
s 

2009 May (onward): Vietnam intensifies opposition to China’s 
extended unilateral fishing ban. The Vietnam Fishery Association 
continues to encourage fishermen to sail off with the purpose of “both 
doing business as usual and asserting Vietnam’s sovereignty and 
jurisdiction,” and “When the fishing boats were captured, Hanoi 
issued protests through the statement of the MOFA spokespersons 
and diplomatic notes, and worked through bilateral channels with 
Chinese authorities to secure their release.” (Do Thanh Hai, Vietnam 
and the South China Sea, 174-5) 

Chubb, A. (2022), "Maritime Assertiveness Time 
Series (MATS 1.0)" dataset, version 1.01, May 
18, https://mavd.nbr.org 

133 2009 I Natuna 
EEZ 

June 2009 The Indonesian Navy detains 75 Chinese fishermen in eight 
boats for “illegally” fishing in the EEZ of the Natuna, which provokes 
demand from Beijing for their immediate return. 

Pham, V. (2016). The Use or Threat of Force in 
the South China Sea Disputes Since 1945: A 
Timeline. In: Fels, E., Vu, TM. (eds) Power Politics 
in Asia’s Contested Waters. Global Power Shift. 
Springer, Cham. https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-
319-26152-2_25 

134 2009 V Paracel
s 

2009: Detentions of Vietnamese fishing boats in the Paracels peak at 
33 for the year, according to Vietnamese sources, having numbered 
less than 30 across the previous 4 years from 2005 to 2008 (Fravel, 
“China’s strategy,” 305). 
In 2009, according to Vietnamese media reports, China detains or 
seizes 33 Vietnamese fishing boats and 433 crew members, several of 

Fravel, M. Taylor. “China’s Strategy in the South 
China Sea,” Contemporary Southeast Asia: A 
Journal of International and Strategic Affairs, 
Vol. 33, No. 3 (2011), pp. 292- 319. 
Pham, V. (2016). The Use or Threat of Force in 
the South China Sea Disputes Since 1945: A 

https://www.wsj.com/articles/SB121683746072777899
https://mavd.nbr.org
https://mavd.nbr.org
https://mavd.nbr.org
https://doi.org/10.7910/DVN/3Y7NRU
https://mavd.nbr.org
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-26152-2_25
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-26152-2_25
https://www.wsj.com/articles/SB121683746072777899
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which were detained while they sought shelter in the Paracel islands 
during storms in August and October.  

Timeline. In: Fels, E., Vu, TM. (eds) Power Politics 
in Asia’s Contested Waters. Global Power Shift. 
Springer, Cham. https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-
319-26152-2_25 

135 2010 V Spratly
s 

Chinese naval vessels intercepted and detained Vietnamese fishing 
boats near the Spratly Islands (Gibler, 2018, p.832). 

Gibler, D. M. (2018). International Conflicts, 
1816-2010: Militarized Interstate Dispute 
Narratives: Rowman & Littlefield Publishers. 

136 2010 BIM
PV 

James 
Shoal, 
South 
China 
Sea 

2010, April: Regular rights defense patrols increase (CCTV, “Lan jiang 
weishi”). Sovereignty marker dropped on James Shoal “with important 
historical significance” (SOA, ZGHYNJ 2011, 148). Ongoing through 
2015 (Chubb’s dataset).  

CCTV. “Lan jiang weishi: Nanhai jixing di ba ji 
(South China Sea chronicle, part eight: defenders 
of the blue domain).” CCTV-4, aired December 
31, 2013, at http://news.cntv.cn/special/nhjx ; 
SOA. Zhongguo Haiyang Nianjian (China Ocean 
Yearbook). Beijing: Haiyang Chubanshe (China 
Ocean Press). Volumes published between 1987 
and 2014. Noted as ZGHYNJ. 2011, 148, in 
Chubb, A. (2021). Appendix for 'PRC 
Assertiveness in the South China Sea: Measuring 
Continuity and Change, 1970-2015,' 
International Security, Vol. 45, No. 3 (Winter 
2020/21), pp. 79–121, 
doi.org/10.1162/isec_a_00400. Retrieved from: 
https://doi.org/10.7910/DVN/3Y7NRU 

137 2010 I Natuna 
Islands 

May to July 2010 Indonesian and Chinese navies each capture several 
of the others sides’ fishing boats, accusing them of illegal fishing. In 
one incident, an Indonesian naval ship detains ten Chinese fishing 
boats north of the Natunas, but reportedly within the 200 nautical 
mile EEZ. Indonesian officials maintain the Chinese fishing boats had 
encroached in a “deliberate and coordinated manner.” During the few 
hours of their detention, two frigate-sized ships “armed with heavy 
guns” appear and engage in a tense confrontation before the fishing 
vessels are 
released 

Pham, V. (2016). The Use or Threat of Force in 
the South China Sea Disputes Since 1945: A 
Timeline. In: Fels, E., Vu, TM. (eds) Power Politics 
in Asia’s Contested Waters. Global Power Shift. 
Springer, Cham. https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-
319-26152-2_25 

138 2010 V Triton 
Island, 
Paracel
s 

2010, May: PRC sends survey ship M/V Western Spirit with 
unprecedentedly large fleet of escort ships to conduct seismic surveys 
near Triton Island (Thuy, “Recent developments,” 11; Martinson 
“Shepherds,” 199).  

Thuy, Tran Truong. “Recent developments in the 
South China Sea: unconstrained waves of 
tensions.” Paper presented at CSIS conference 
on Maritime Security in the South China Sea, 
Washington, D.C., June 20-21, 2011; Martinson, 
Ryan. “Shepherds of the South Seas.” Survival 
Vol. 58, No. 3 (2016), pp. 187-212. 

139 2010 P Half 
Moon 
Shoal, 
Spratly
s 

2010, late May: Nine PRC fishers detained at Half Moon Shoal, 
accused of hunting sea turtles (Taffer data). They were in detention 
for at least six days as of the report, unclear if they were charged or 
released. 

Chubb, A. (2022), "Maritime Assertiveness Time 
Series (MATS 1.0)" dataset, version 1.01, May 
18, https://mavd.nbr.org 

140 2010 I Natuna 
Islands 

2010: FLEC ship forces Indonesian vessel to release Chinese fishers 
(Currie, “Why is China picking fights with Indonesia?”). An Indonesian 
patrol vessel seized Chinese fishing vessels in waters off the Natuna 
Islands within Indonesia's exclusive economic zone.;; A Chinese fishery 
administration vessel arrived and threatened to fire on the Indonesian 
patrol boat with a large caliber machine gun.;; Indonesian authorities 
decided to release the Chinese fishing vessels (China Power Project). 
23 June 2010 Indonesian patrol boats confront China’s fishing vessels 
escorted by heavily-armed fisheries management vessels 
approximately 65 miles northwest of Natuna islands. An unverified 
report from Japan’s Manichi Shimbun suggest that the Yuzheng-311 
and another Chinese fisheries-enforcement vessel had confronted an 
Indonesian naval patrol boat. Having been ordered to leave, the 
Yuzheng-311 refused and trained its guns on the Indonesian vessel, 
demanding the release of a recently detained Chinese fishing boat. No 
shots are fired and the Chinese trawler is 
released. 

Currie, Kelley. “Why is China picking fights with 
Indonesia?” Weekly Standard, August 6, 2010, at 
http://www.weeklystandard.com/why-is-china-
picking-fights-with-indonesia/article/489430  
http://www.weeklystandard.com/why-is-china-
picking-fights-with-indonesia/article/489430;; 
https://books.google.com/books?id=CnDlcP6L8i
EC&pg=PA69&lpg=PA69&dq=may+2010+china+i
ndonesia+fishing+vessel&source=bl&ots=bmyrs
hzTFY&sig=0yI5g6CCw87wgyzIuRp-Rlhf-
PE&hl=en&sa=X&ved=0ahUKEwi3hqmjo4LOAhV
DdD4KHaz0DzsQ6AEISjAJ#v=onepage&q=may%
202010%20china%20indonesia%20fishing%20ve
ssel&f=false;; 
https://www.stratfor.com/analysis/south-china-
sea-chinas-gaze-moves-south 
Pham, V. (2016). The Use or Threat of Force in 
the South China Sea Disputes Since 1945: A 
Timeline. In: Fels, E., Vu, TM. (eds) Power Politics 
in Asia’s Contested Waters. Global Power Shift. 

https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-26152-2_25
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-26152-2_25
http://news.cntv.cn/special/nhjx
https://doi.org/10.7910/DVN/3Y7NRU
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-26152-2_25
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-26152-2_25
https://mavd.nbr.org
http://www.weeklystandard.com/why-is-china-picking-fights-with-indonesia/article/489430
http://www.weeklystandard.com/why-is-china-picking-fights-with-indonesia/article/489430
https://books.google.com/books?id=CnDlcP6L8iEC&pg=PA69&lpg=PA69&dq=may+2010+china+indonesia+fishing+vessel&source=bl&ots=bmyrshzTFY&sig=0yI5g6CCw87wgyzIuRp-Rlhf-PE&hl=en&sa=X&ved=0ahUKEwi3hqmjo4LOAhVDdD4KHaz0DzsQ6AEISjAJ#v=onepage&q=may%202010%20china%20indonesia%20fishing%20vessel&f=false
https://www.stratfor.com/analysis/south-china-sea-chinas-gaze-moves-south
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Springer, Cham. https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-
319-26152-2_25 

141 2010 P Second 
Thoma
s Shoal 

2010, July (approx): PRC formally protests alleged construction at 
Second Thomas Shoal (Jamandre, "RP faces new tensions"). Formal 
protest, plus circumstances, suggest some attempt to consolidate the 
PHL probably occurred - it would have been long overdue given the 
rate of rusting of the ship. 

Chubb, A. (2022), "Maritime Assertiveness Time 
Series (MATS 1.0)" dataset, version 1.01, May 
18, https://mavd.nbr.org 

142 2010 V Paracel
s 

"Meanwhile, Vietnamese Defense Minister Phung Quang Thanh 
confirmed on the meeting's sidelines that China had ended another 
maritime incident by releasing nine Vietnamese fishermen detained 
last month [September] while operating in waters near the disputed 
Paracel Islands in the South China Sea.  
Last week, Vietnam demanded that the fishermen be released 
immediately without conditions. China had refused to send the sailors 
home until the captain paid a fine for having explosives aboard the 
boat. Vietnam denied the allegation, saying the boat was only carrying 
fishing equipment." 

https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/militar
y-10112010180851.html 

143 2010 V Vietna
m's 
contine
ntal 
shelf 

"Vietnam carved out block 113. [China] conducted patrol around the 
block." (K. Zhang’s dataset) 

China Maritime Yearbook 2011, p. 151., in 
Zhang, K. (2019). Appendix for Ketian Zhang, 
"Cautious Bully: Reputation, Resolve, and 
Beijing’s Use of Coercion in the South China 
Sea," International Security, Vol. 44, No. 1 
(Summer 2019), pp. 117–159, 
https://doi.org/10.1162/ISEC_a_00354. 
Retrieved from: 
https://doi.org/10.7910/DVN/7HTIQ1 

144 2010 V South 
China 
Sea 

In 2010 According to Vietnamese report, Chinese authorities detained 
at least 30 Vietnamese boats with more than 200 fishermen in 
disputed areas in the South China Sea 

Pham, V. (2016). The Use or Threat of Force in 
the South China Sea Disputes Since 1945: A 
Timeline. In: Fels, E., Vu, TM. (eds) Power Politics 
in Asia’s Contested Waters. Global Power Shift. 
Springer, Cham. https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-
319-26152-2_25 

145 2011 V South 
China 
Sea 

China acted against Vietnamese fishermen. In late February, Chinese 
forces attempted to seize cargo and the fishermen. From March to 
April, China seized and held Vietnamese fishermen on disputed islands 
in the South China Sea.[MID#4700] 

Palmer, G., Roseanne W. McManus, Vito 
D’Orazio, Michael R. Kenwick, Mikaela Karstens, 
Chase Bloch, Nick Dietrich, Kayla Kahn, Kellan 
Ritter, Michael J. Soules. (2020). The MID5 
Dataset, 2011-2014: Procedures, Coding Rules, 
and Description. Retrieved from Correlates of 
War Project: https://correlatesofwar.org/data-
sets/MIDs/mid-5-data-and-supporting-
materials.zip/view 

146 2011 P Jackso
n Atoll, 
Spratly 
Islands 

A Chinese naval vessel fired shots at three Philippine fishing vessels 
near Jackson Atoll in the disputed Spratly Islands.. The Chinese naval 
vessel <i>Dongguan 560</i> instructed Philippine fishing vessels to 
leave the area around Jackson Atoll in the Spratly Islands.;; The 
<i>Jaime DLS</i>, <i>Mama Lydia DLS</i>, and <i>Maricris 12</i> 
began to vacate the area when the Chinese naval vessel allegedly fired 
shots at the fishing boats. China denied that it had fired upon the 
fishermen, and called on the Philippines to cease oil exploration 
missions in the disputed sea. The Philippines protested the incident, 
and Defense Secretary Gazmin said in a briefing, “The incursions are 
rising…they want to plant flags to claim these places.” (China Power 
Project).  
In Februay 2011, the Philippines complained when a Chinese vessel 
fired warning shots at fishing boats. In early March, China harrassed a 
Philippine ship searching for oil, causing the Philippines to deploy two 
warplanes to the area. [MID#4703] 

http://www.gmanetwork.com/news/story/2225
19/news/specialreports/china-fired-at-filipino-
fishermen-in-jackson-atoll;; 
http://english.vietnamnet.vn/fms/special-
reports/106862/the-china-philippines-dispute-
in-the-east-sea.html;; 
http://globalnation.inquirer.net/3595/china-to-
neighbors-stop-search-for-spratlys-oil 
 
Palmer, G., Roseanne W. McManus, Vito 
D’Orazio, Michael R. Kenwick, Mikaela Karstens, 
Chase Bloch, Nick Dietrich, Kayla Kahn, Kellan 
Ritter, Michael J. Soules. (2020). The MID5 
Dataset, 2011-2014: Procedures, Coding Rules, 
and Description. Retrieved from Correlates of 
War Project: https://correlatesofwar.org/data-
sets/MIDs/mid-5-data-and-supporting-
materials.zip/view 

147 2011 P Reed 
Bank, 
Spratly
s 

2011, March: CMS ships confront Philippines survey vessels in Reed 
Bank. (Chubb, Chinese Nationalism and the Gray Zone) 
Philippine officials claimed that two Chinese patrol boats, <i>CMS 
71</i> and <i>CMS 75</i>, threatened to ram the Philippines’ research 
vessel, the <i>M/V Venture</i>, while it was conducting a seismic 
survey in the waters near Reed Bank in the Spratly Islands.;; The 

Chubb, Chinese Nationalism and the “Gray 
Zone”: Case Analyses of Public Opinion and PRC 
Maritime Policy (Newport, R.I.: US Naval War 
College, forthcoming). 
https://www.stratfor.com/analysis/philippines-
and-china-encounter-reed-bank;; 

https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-26152-2_25
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-26152-2_25
https://mavd.nbr.org
https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/military-10112010180851.html
https://doi.org/10.1162/ISEC_a_00354
https://doi.org/10.7910/DVN/7HTIQ1
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-26152-2_25
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-26152-2_25
https://correlatesofwar.org/data-sets/MIDs/mid-5-data-and-supporting-materials.zip/view
https://correlatesofwar.org/data-sets/MIDs/mid-5-data-and-supporting-materials.zip/view
http://www.gmanetwork.com/news/story/222519/news/specialreports/china-fired-at-filipino-fishermen-in-jackson-atoll
http://english.vietnamnet.vn/fms/special-reports/106862/the-china-philippines-dispute-in-the-east-sea.html
http://globalnation.inquirer.net/3595/china-to-neighbors-stop-search-for-spratlys-oil
https://correlatesofwar.org/data-sets/MIDs/mid-5-data-and-supporting-materials.zip/view
https://correlatesofwar.org/data-sets/MIDs/mid-5-data-and-supporting-materials.zip/view
https://www.stratfor.com/analysis/philippines-and-china-encounter-reed-bank
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Philippine Navy dispatched three vessels in response to the <i>M/V 
Venture’s</i> request for assistance.;; The Chinese patrol vessels then 
left the area. A Philippine military commander told the Associated 
Press: “It's clearly our territory. If they'll bully us, well, even children 
will fight back” (China Power Project).  
This was unlike the diplomatic protest it issued in March when 
Chinese boats ordered a Philippine seismic vessel in Reed Bank to 
leave, and even maneuvered close to the Philippine vessel at least 
twice, apparently to show they would ram it. The diplomatic protest 
seen by VERA Files raised four points to prove that Reed Bank is not 
part of the disputed area by projecting 85 nautical miles from the 
basepoint in the northern part of Palawan and not from the KIG.  

http://www.wsj.com/articles/SB1000142405274
8703300904576178161531819874;; 
http://www.jamestown.org/single/?tx_ttnews%
5Btt_news%5D=37902&no_cache=1#.V5ImzPkrL
cs;; 
http://www.philstar.com/headlines/662502/chi
na-gunboats-harass-rp-vessel 
“Philippines suspends gas, oil exploration in 
Reed Bank,” Kyodo News, March 3, 2015, 
http://news.abscbn, in Chubb, A. (2021). 
Appendix for 'PRC Assertiveness in the South 
China Sea: Measuring Continuity and Change, 
1970-2015,' International Security, Vol. 45, No. 3 
(Winter 2020/21), pp. 79–121, 
doi.org/10.1162/isec_a_00400. Retrieved from: 
https://doi.org/10.7910/DVN/3Y7NRU 
com/business/03/03/15/philippines-suspends-
gas-oil-exploration-reed-bank, accessed April 18, 
2018; 
China Maritime Yearbook 2012, p. 176; Tom 
Grieder, “Sino-Philippine Tensions Rise in South 
China Sea As 
Chinese Patrol Boats Threaten Seismic Vessel,” 
IHS Global Insight Daily Analysis, March 8, 2011. 
http://www.gmanetwork.com/news/story/2225
19/news/specialreports/china-fired-at-filipino-
fishermen-in-jackson-atoll; 

148 2011 P West 
York 
and 
Flat 
islands, 
Spratly
s 

21–24 May 2011 Chinese maritime surveillance vessels and PLAN ships 
are suspected of unloading building materials near Philippine-
occupied West York and Flat islands in the disputed Spratly 
archipelago Besides the recent incidents at Jackson atoll, Reed Bank 
and Amy Douglas Bank, a Chinese marine vessel with a flatbed was 
sighted in Abad Santos or Bombay shoal on May 6, and the Chinese 
Marine Surveillance ship 75 and Salvage/research Ship 707 were 
spotted steaming toward Southern Bank on May 21.  

Pham, V. (2016). The Use or Threat of Force in 
the South China Sea Disputes Since 1945: A 
Timeline. In: Fels, E., Vu, TM. (eds) Power Politics 
in Asia’s Contested Waters. Global Power Shift. 
Springer, Cham. https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-
319-26152-2_25 
http://www.gmanetwork.com/news/story/2225
19/news/specialreports/china-fired-at-filipino-
fishermen-in-jackson-atoll; 

149 2011 P Iroquoi
s Reef, 
Amy 
Dougla
s Bank, 
Spratly
s 

2011, May 24: PRC ships lay markers at Iroquois Reef (Houteng Jiao) 
and Amy Douglas Bank, PHL protests on May 31. 
On Tuesday, the Department of Foreign Affairs summoned the charge 
d’affaires of the Chinese Embassy in Manila to seek clarification on the 
recent sightings of a China Marine Surveillance (CMS) vessel and other 
People’s Liberation Army Navy (PLAN) ships at the vicinity of the Amy 
Douglas Bank. The Philippine Navy, through the fishermen, had 
recovered steel posts with Chinese markings that were put up in the 
area, according to Oban..  

Chubb, A. (2022), "Maritime Assertiveness Time 
Series (MATS 1.0)" dataset, version 1.01, May 
18, https://mavd.nbr.org 
http://www.gmanetwork.com/news/story/2225
19/news/specialreports/china-fired-at-filipino-
fishermen-in-jackson-atoll; 

150 2011 P Spratly
s 

In May, Chinese jets buzzed Philippine aircraft in Philippine-occupied 
territory in the South China Sea..[MID#4703]  

http://www.gmanetwork.com/news/story/2225
19/news/specialreports/china-fired-at-filipino-
fishermen-in-jackson-atoll;; 
http://english.vietnamnet.vn/fms/special-
reports/106862/the-china-philippines-dispute-
in-the-east-sea.html;; 
http://globalnation.inquirer.net/3595/china-to-
neighbors-stop-search-for-spratlys-oil 
Palmer, G., Roseanne W. McManus, Vito 
D’Orazio, Michael R. Kenwick, Mikaela Karstens, 
Chase Bloch, Nick Dietrich, Kayla Kahn, Kellan 
Ritter, Michael J. Soules. (2020). The MID5 
Dataset, 2011-2014: Procedures, Coding Rules, 
and Description. Retrieved from Correlates of 
War Project: https://correlatesofwar.org/data-
sets/MIDs/mid-5-data-and-supporting-
materials.zip/view 

151 2011 V Vietna
m's 
contine
ntal 

2011, May: First Sino-Vietnamese cable-cutting incidents. (Chubb, 
Chinese Nationalism and the Gray Zone) 
A Vietnamese seismic survey ship was operating in disputed waters 
120 nautical miles from Vietnam’s Dai Lanh cape in the South China 

Chubb, Chinese Nationalism and the “Gray 
Zone”: Case Analyses of Public Opinion and PRC 
Maritime Policy (Newport, R.I.: US Naval War 
College, forthcoming). 

http://www.wsj.com/articles/SB10001424052748703300904576178161531819874
http://www.jamestown.org/single/?tx_ttnews%5Btt_news%5D=37902&no_cache=1#.V5ImzPkrLcs
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shelf, 
120 
nautica
l miles 
from 
Vietna
m's 
coast 

Sea when a Chinese vessel severed its cables. The <i>Binh Minh 02</i> 
was operating in disputed waters between Vietnam and China when it 
was approached by three Chinese marine surveillance vessels.;; 
Chinese vessel <i>No. 84</i> severed the cables of the <i>Binh Minh 
02</i>.;; The <i>Binh Minh 02</i> ceased operations to repair 
damages, but it resumed early the next morning. China's Foreign 
Ministry stated that Vietnam’s oil and gas operations "undermined 
China's interests and jurisdictional rights.”  The Foreign Ministry 
submitted a complaint to the Chinese embassy in Hanoi, and said in a 
briefing: "The Vietnamese navy will do everything necessary to firmly 
protect peace and the independence, sovereignty and territorial 
integrity of Vietnam”  (China Power Project).  
26 May 2011 Three Chinese maritime surveillance ships molest the 
Binh Minh 02, a Vietnamese seismic survey ship operating in Block 
148. China’s Maritime Surveillance Ship No. 84 cuts a cable towing 
seismic monitoring equipment by the Vietnamese ship. The incident 
lasts for three hours and takes place in an area called 
Block 148 about 120 km (80 miles) off the south-central coast of 
Vietnam from the beach town of Nha Trang and 600 km south of 
China’s Hainan province. In Vietnam’s view, the location is within the 
exclusive economic zone of Vietnam. After the incident, China argues 
that “the law enforcement activities by Chinese maritime surveillance 
ships against Vietnam’s illegally operating ships are 
completely justified. We urge Vietnam to immediately stop 
infringement activities and refrain from creating new troubles. 
[Pham,V]   
This dispute between China and Vietnam primarily involved fishing 
activities. In May 2011 a Chinese fishing patrol boat went into 
Vietnamese waters and the next day cut a cable on a Vietnamese 
survey boat. In June, China obstructed a Vietnamese oil and gas 
exploration boat, while on the same day, Vietname chased off Chinese 
fishing ships in the South China Sea. In mid-June, Vietnam showed 
force to China by conducting a live fire exercise. In July, Chinese 
soldiers chased a Vietnamese fishing boat, boarded it and beat a crew 
member while threatening the others. [MID, #4699] 

http://globalnation.inquirer.net/2599/hanoi-
beijing-in-new-south-china-sea-spat;; 
http://www.bbc.com/news/world-asia-pacific-
13592508;; 
http://english.vietnamnet.vn/fms/special-
reports/8557/binh-minh-ship---another-cgx-
case-in-east-sea-.html;; 
https://books.google.com/books?id=A94oDAAA
QBAJ&pg=PA36&lpg=PA36&dq=Thanh+Nien+Att
acked+Fishing+Boat+Proposed+to+Be+Supporte
d&source=bl&ots=wzMFwiU-
S2&sig=7QogJSZ2BWI3T0LA3VwaGoXM8J0&hl=
en&sa=X&ved=0ahUKEwju7MHV1ofOAhULVj4K
HWMTDWMQ6AEIOjAD#v=onepage&q=Thanh%
20Nien%20Attacked%20Fishing%20Boat%20Pro
posed%20to%20Be%20Supported&f=false;; 
http://www.bloomberg.com/news/articles/2011
-06-05/china-reassures-its-neighbors-after-
clashes-over-claims-in-south-china-sea 
https://www.rfa.org/english/news/vietnam/prot
ests-06052011165059.html 
Palmer, G., Roseanne W. McManus, Vito 
D’Orazio, Michael R. Kenwick, Mikaela Karstens, 
Chase Bloch, Nick Dietrich, Kayla Kahn, Kellan 
Ritter, Michael J. Soules. (2020). The MID5 
Dataset, 2011-2014: Procedures, Coding Rules, 
and Description. Retrieved from Correlates of 
War Project: https://correlatesofwar.org/data-
sets/MIDs/mid-5-data-and-supporting-
materials.zip/view, entry #4699 
Pham, V. (2016). The Use or Threat of Force in 
the South China Sea Disputes Since 1945: A 
Timeline. In: Fels, E., Vu, TM. (eds) Power Politics 
in Asia’s Contested Waters. Global Power Shift. 
Springer, Cham. https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-
319-26152-2_25 

152 2011 V Spratly
s 

31 May 2011 Three Chinese military vessels use guns to threaten the 
crews of four Vietnamese fishing boats while they were fishing in the 
waters of the Spratly Islands  

Pham, V. (2016). The Use or Threat of Force in 
the South China Sea Disputes Since 1945: A 
Timeline. In: Fels, E., Vu, TM. (eds) Power Politics 
in Asia’s Contested Waters. Global Power Shift. 
Springer, Cham. https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-
319-26152-2_25 

153 2011 V Vietna
m's 
contine
ntal 
shelf, 
Block 
136-03,  

June: 2nd Sino-Vietnamese cable-cutting incident. (Chubb, Chinese 
Nationalism and the Gray Zone) 
A Vietnamese research vessel was operating in Block 136-03 in the 
waters of the South China Sea, within Vietnam’s exclusive economic 
zone, when a Chinese fishing boat severed its survey cables. The 
Vietnamese seismic survey research vessel <i>Viking II</i>, owned by 
PetroVietnam, was conducting operations in the South China Sea.;; 
Chinese fishing vessel <i>No. 6226</i>, escorted by patrol craft 
<i>Yuzheng 311</i> and <i>Yuzheng 303</i>, severed the survey 
cables of the Vietnamese vessel. The [Chinese] Ministry of Foreign 
Affairs said that the Chinese fishing vessel became entangled with the 
cables of the Vietnamese vessel. China accused Vietnam of “gravely 
violating” its sovereignty and endangering its sailors. The Vietnamese 
government protested what it said was a “premeditated and carefully 
calculated” incident.[CP] 
"Tensions went up a notch in a maritime border dispute between 
China and Vietnam in the South China Sea on Friday, with Hanoi 
announcing it would carry out live-fire naval drills near disputed 
island chains. 
Vietnam, which has accused China of escalating tensions in the region 
during two maritime confrontations in recent weeks, warned vessels 
to stay out of the sea exercise area off its central Quam Nang province 
on Monday." [RFA] 
"The Vietnamese navy carried out four hours of live-fire exercises in 

Chubb, Chinese Nationalism and the “Gray 
Zone”: Case Analyses of Public Opinion and PRC 
Maritime Policy (Newport, R.I.: US Naval War 
College, forthcoming). 
http://bostonglobalforum.org/2014/06/tensions
-flare-over-disputed-asian-sea/;; 
https://books.google.com/books?id=A94oDAAA
QBAJ&pg=PA36&lpg=PA36&dq=Thanh+Nien+Att
acked+Fishing+Boat+Proposed+to+Be+Supporte
d&source=bl&ots=wzMFwiU-
S2&sig=7QogJSZ2BWI3T0LA3VwaGoXM8J0&hl=
en&sa=X&ved=0ahUKEwju7MHV1ofOAhULVj4K
HWMTDWMQ6AEIOjAD#v=onepage&q=Thanh%
20Nien%20Attacked%20Fishing%20Boat%20Pro
posed%20to%20Be%20Supported&f=false;; 
http://www.bloomberg.com/news/articles/2011
-06-05/china-reassures-its-neighbors-after-
clashes-over-claims-in-south-china-sea;; 
http://interaksyon.com/article/5363/south-
china-sea-spat-raises-china-vietnam-tensions;; 
http://www.reuters.com/article/us-china-
vietnam-idUSTRE75904N20110610 
https://www.rfa.org/english/news/vietnam/spra
tlys-06102011105633.html 

http://globalnation.inquirer.net/2599/hanoi-beijing-in-new-south-china-sea-spat
http://english.vietnamnet.vn/fms/special-reports/8557/binh-minh-ship---another-cgx-case-in-east-sea-.html
https://books.google.com/books?id=A94oDAAAQBAJ&pg=PA36&lpg=PA36&dq=Thanh+Nien+Attacked+Fishing+Boat+Proposed+to+Be+Supported&source=bl&ots=wzMFwiU-S2&sig=7QogJSZ2BWI3T0LA3VwaGoXM8J0&hl=en&sa=X&ved=0ahUKEwju7MHV1ofOAhULVj4KHWMTDWMQ6AEIOjAD#v=onepage&q=Thanh%20Nien%20Attacked%20Fishing%20Boat%20Proposed%20to%20Be%20Supported&f=false;;
http://www.bloomberg.com/news/articles/2011-06-05/china-reassures-its-neighbors-after-clashes-over-claims-in-south-china-sea
https://www.rfa.org/english/news/vietnam/protests-06052011165059.html
https://correlatesofwar.org/data-sets/MIDs/mid-5-data-and-supporting-materials.zip/view
https://correlatesofwar.org/data-sets/MIDs/mid-5-data-and-supporting-materials.zip/view
https://correlatesofwar.org/data-sets/MIDs/mid-5-data-and-supporting-materials.zip/view
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-26152-2_25
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-26152-2_25
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-26152-2_25
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-26152-2_25
http://bostonglobalforum.org/2014/06/tensions-flare-over-disputed-asian-sea/
https://books.google.com/books?id=A94oDAAAQBAJ&pg=PA36&lpg=PA36&dq=Thanh+Nien+Attacked+Fishing+Boat+Proposed+to+Be+Supported&source=bl&ots=wzMFwiU-S2&sig=7QogJSZ2BWI3T0LA3VwaGoXM8J0&hl=en&sa=X&ved=0ahUKEwju7MHV1ofOAhULVj4KHWMTDWMQ6AEIOjAD#v=onepage&q=Thanh%20Nien%20Attacked%20Fishing%20Boat%20Proposed%20to%20Be%20Supported&f=false
http://www.bloomberg.com/news/articles/2011-06-05/china-reassures-its-neighbors-after-clashes-over-claims-in-south-china-sea
http://interaksyon.com/article/5363/south-china-sea-spat-raises-china-vietnam-tensions
http://www.reuters.com/article/us-china-vietnam-idUSTRE75904N20110610
https://www.rfa.org/english/news/vietnam/spratlys-06102011105633.html
http://www.bbc.com/news/world-asia-pacific-13592508
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the South China Sea on Monday amid an intensifying stand-off with 
Beijing over disputed island chains. 
Vietnam, which has accused China of escalating tensions in the region, 
carried out a four-hour barrage of live ammunition from a naval vessel 
40 kilometers (25 miles) off the central province of Quang Nam." 

https://www.rfa.org/english/news/vietnam/spra
tlys-06132011104749.html 
https://www.rfa.org/english/commentaries/ene
rgy_watch/concerns-06132011104957.html 

154 2011 BIM
PV 

South 
China 
Sea 

17 June 2011 China dispatches one of its largest patrol ships, the 
Haixun 31, on a voyage through disputed areas of the South China Sea 
in a deliberate show of force en route to a port call in Singapore. 
China’s official media stated that the sailing route of the Haixun 31 in 
the South China Sea was determined to protect its “rights and 
sovereignty”. 

Pham, V. (2016). The Use or Threat of Force in 
the South China Sea Disputes Since 1945: A 
Timeline. In: Fels, E., Vu, TM. (eds) Power Politics 
in Asia’s Contested Waters. Global Power Shift. 
Springer, Cham. https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-
319-26152-2_25 

155 2011 V Paracel
s 

A Vietnamese fishing vessel was confronted by Chinese authorities 
while operating near the disputed Paracel Islands. A Chinese naval 
vessel chased Vietnamese fishermen before dispatching a speedboat 
carrying ten soldiers.;; The soldiers boarded the Vietnamese fishing 
vessel, seized the fishermen’s catch, and beat the Vietnamese fishing 
captain (China Power Project).  "Vietnam and the United States kicked 
off joint naval exercises on Friday in spite of disapproval from China 
amid tensions over sovereignty claims in the South China Sea. Earlier 
this week, Vietnam accused sailors from China's navy of beating the 
captain of a Vietnamese fishing boat and confiscating its catch."  

http://content.time.com/time/world/article/0,8
599,2083721,00.html;; 
http://globalnation.inquirer.net/5887/vietnam-
chinese-soldiers-attack-fishermen. 

156 2011 P Reed 
Bank, 
Spratly
s 

2011, October: Reed Bank dinghies incident. Chinese trawler was 
confronted by a Philippine Navy warship, and hastily released more 
than thirty dinghies it was then towing, which were then confiscated. 
(Koh, "The Philippines' Navy Challenge").  

Chubb, A. (2022), "Maritime Assertiveness Time 
Series (MATS 1.0)" dataset, version 1.01, May 
18, https://mavd.nbr.org 

157 2011 P South 
China 
Sea 

In October, China seized Philippine fishing boats when they sailed in 
disputed waters and the next month the Philippines sent a warship to 
guard disputed waters. 

http://www.gmanetwork.com/news/story/2225
19/news/specialreports/china-fired-at-filipino-
fishermen-in-jackson-atoll;; 
http://english.vietnamnet.vn/fms/special-
reports/106862/the-china-philippines-dispute-
in-the-east-sea.html;; 
http://globalnation.inquirer.net/3595/china-to-
neighbors-stop-search-for-spratlys-oil 
 
Palmer, G., Roseanne W. McManus, Vito 
D’Orazio, Michael R. Kenwick, Mikaela Karstens, 
Chase Bloch, Nick Dietrich, Kayla Kahn, Kellan 
Ritter, Michael J. Soules. (2020). The MID5 
Dataset, 2011-2014: Procedures, Coding Rules, 
and Description. Retrieved from Correlates of 
War Project: https://correlatesofwar.org/data-
sets/MIDs/mid-5-data-and-supporting-
materials.zip/view 

158 2012 V Paracel
s 

1/3/2012: Chinese vessels assault Vietnamese Trawler QNg 66101, 
and 21 Vietnamese fishermen are arrested. During the incident, China 
confiscates another Vietnamese vessel, Trawler QNg66074. 
1/22/2012: China confiscates Vietnamese trawler GNg 90576TS. 

http://indomemoires.hypotheses.org/15305 and 
Elena Bernini, “Diplomacy from Below: 
Resistance of Vietnamese fishermen on Ly Son 
Island, 2002-2016,” 
https://ora.ox.ac.uk/objects/uuid:5f598ea1-
2eb2-46a4-93ac-6ef894c50176 

159 2012 V Paracel
s 

A Chinese naval vessel confronted a Vietnamese fishing vessel that 
was seeking refuge from bad weather. Vietnamese fishing vessel QNg 
90281 was headed towards the Paracel Islands to avoid bad weather 
when it encountered Chinese naval surveillance vessel No. 789. The 
Chinese patrol vessel allegedly fired incendiary shells, boarded the 
ship, and sprayed fire hoses at the fishermen to prevent them from 
reaching the Paracel Islands.. Vietnamese fishermen claim they were 
beaten, had their property confiscated, and their equipment 
destroyed.  China's maritime law enforcement agency declared that 
media reports of Chinese patrol ships shooting at a Vietnamese fishing 
boat were untrue, and that its vessels had recently concluded routine 
patrols of the area. Vietnam’s Foreign Ministry strongly protested the 
incident, saying that Chinese action "seriously infringed" on Vietnam’s 
sovereignty and "gravely threatened lives and property" (China Power 
Project).  
At 5:00am trawler QNg-90281 with 11 fishermen returned to Vietnam 

http://www.wsj.com/articles/SB1000142405297
0203753704577255091639276020;; 
http://news.xinhuanet.com/english/china/2012-
02/27/c_122756060.htm;; http://toquoc.vn/ho-
so-quoc-te/trung-quocbien-dongdam-va-cham-
dam-chap-phap-va-dam-bao-ve-quyen-loi-
102131.html;; 
http://bbs.tiexue.net/post2_5723575_1.html 
http://indomemoires.hypotheses.org/15305, 
[Vietnamese] http://tuoitre.vn/chu-de/qng-
90281ts/288943.html, and Elena Bernini, 
“Diplomacy from Below: Resistance of 
Vietnamese fishermen on Ly Son Island, 2002-
2016,” 
https://ora.ox.ac.uk/objects/uuid:5f598ea1-
2eb2-46a4-93ac-6ef894c50176 

https://www.rfa.org/english/news/vietnam/spratlys-06132011104749.html
https://www.rfa.org/english/commentaries/energy_watch/concerns-06132011104957.html
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-26152-2_25
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-26152-2_25
http://content.time.com/time/world/article/0,8599,2083721,00.html
http://globalnation.inquirer.net/5887/vietnam-chinese-soldiers-attack-fishermen
https://mavd.nbr.org
http://www.gmanetwork.com/news/story/222519/news/specialreports/china-fired-at-filipino-fishermen-in-jackson-atoll
http://english.vietnamnet.vn/fms/special-reports/106862/the-china-philippines-dispute-in-the-east-sea.html
http://globalnation.inquirer.net/3595/china-to-neighbors-stop-search-for-spratlys-oil
https://correlatesofwar.org/data-sets/MIDs/mid-5-data-and-supporting-materials.zip/view
https://correlatesofwar.org/data-sets/MIDs/mid-5-data-and-supporting-materials.zip/view
http://indomemoires.hypotheses.org/15305
https://ora.ox.ac.uk/objects/uuid:5f598ea1-2eb2-46a4-93ac-6ef894c50176
http://www.wsj.com/articles/SB10001424052970203753704577255091639276020
http://news.xinhuanet.com/english/china/2012-02/27/c_122756060.htm
http://news.xinhuanet.com/english/china/2012-02/27/c_122756060.htm
http://toquoc.vn/ho-so-quoc-te/trung-quocbien-dongdam-va-cham-dam-chap-phap-va-dam-bao-ve-quyen-loi-102131.html
http://toquoc.vn/ho-so-quoc-te/trung-quocbien-dongdam-va-cham-dam-chap-phap-va-dam-bao-ve-quyen-loi-102131.html
http://bbs.tiexue.net/post2_5723575_1.html
http://indomemoires.hypotheses.org/15305
http://tuoitre.vn/chu-de/qng-90281ts/288943.html
http://tuoitre.vn/chu-de/qng-90281ts/288943.html
https://ora.ox.ac.uk/objects/uuid:5f598ea1-2eb2-46a4-93ac-6ef894c50176
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after being attacked by a "foreign" ship. At that time, the 11 fishermen 
of the trawler were fishing in the Paracel Island area when they were 
suddenly approached and harassed by a "foreign" military vessel. 
Fishing equipment was destroyed or looted. Mr. Tằm and his ten 
crewmen were imprisoned in Phú Lâm. [AMTI] 

160 2012 V Paracel
s 

2012: Seizure and detention of at least 4 Vietnamese fishing boats – 
21 Vietnamese fishers and 2 boats detained in March for 49 days, 2 
more in May (MOFA, “Viet Nam asks China”; AFP, “Fishermen 
caught”).  
The Chinese coast guard detained Vietnamese fishermen for more 
than a month. China detained 21 Vietnamese fishermen and captured 
two of their fishing vessels on March 3 near the Paracel Islands. 
Vietnam claimed that the Chinese requested $11,000 for the release 
of the fishermen.;; The detained fishermen signed paperwork 
guaranteeing they will not infringe on China’s maritime rights in its 
territorial waters. China then released the fishermen on April 20. 
China accused the Vietnamese of fishing illegally.  Vietnamese officials 
said the men were detained in Vietnamese waters, and lodged a 
formal protest over the fishermen's detention. [CP] 
"Hanoi has said that the March 3 arrests "seriously violated Vietnam's 
sovereignty" and that China must stop its "hindrance of Vietnamese 
fishermen."" 

MOFA. “Viet Nam asks China to immediately and 
unconditionally release all fishermen.” MOFA 
(Vietnam), March 21, 2012, at 
http://www.mofa.gov.vn/en/tt_baochi/pbnfn/n
s120322165528;  AFP, “Fishermen caught"  
http://www.reuters.com/article/china-vietnam-
idUSL3E8EM3YJ20120322;; 
http://www.bbc.com/news/world-asia-
17796451;; 
http://www.nytimes.com/2012/03/23/world/asi
a/china-vietnamese-fishermen-
detained.html?_r=0;; 
http://thechinatimes.com/online/2012/04/3148
.html 
https://www.rfa.org/english/news/vietnam/par
acel-03222012190753.html 
https://www.rfa.org/english/news/vietnam/sea-
04022012203112.html 

161 2012 P Scarbo
rough 
Shoal 

2012, April onwards: Coercion against Philippine boats at Scarborough 
Shoal, establishing constant presence. (Chubb, Chinese Nationalism 
and the Gray Zone) 
China and the Philippines faced off for weeks over Scarborough Shoal. 
Negotiations over the disputed feature failed to restore the status quo 
ante. Following the incident, China has remained in control of the 
shoal. On April 10, the Philippines deployed the <i>BRP Gregorio del 
Pilar</i> to arrest Chinese fishermen for poaching and illegal fishing. 
China Marine Surveillance vessels <i>CMS 75</i> and <i>CMS 84</i> 
arrived and prevented the arrest of the fishermen.;; The <i>BRP 
Gregorio del Pilar</i> left Scarborough Shoal, but the standoff 
between the Philippines and China continued for 10 weeks. 
Negotiations occurred, including some with U.S. involvement, which 
failed to restore the status quo ante.; China has controlled access to 
Scarborough Shoal since the standoff.  China filed an official 
diplomatic protest over the standoff, and rebuked Philippine 
sovereignty claims: “It is China that first discovered this island, gave it 
the name, incorporated it into its territory, and exercised jurisdiction 
over it." The Philippines summoned the Chinese ambassador and filed 
official diplomatic protests, but stated that it would continue to 
“assert sovereignty” over the area (China Power Project).  

Chubb, Chinese Nationalism and the “Gray 
Zone”: Case Analyses of Public Opinion and PRC 
Maritime Policy (Newport, R.I.: US Naval War 
College, forthcoming). 
http://ph.china-
embassy.org/eng/zt/nhwt/t931871.htm;; 
http://nationalinterest.org/commentary/learnin
g-the-lessons-scarborough-reef-9442;; 
http://www.cnn.com/2012/04/12/world/asia/p
hilippines-china-naval-
standoff/index.html?iref=allsearch&iid=EL;; 
http://blogs.wsj.com/indonesiarealtime/2012/0
5/15/china-and-the-philippines-play-the-green-
card-in-sea-dispute/;; 
http://atlanticsentinel.com/2012/05/why-there-
cant-be-quiet-in-the-south-china-sea/ 
http://globalnation.inquirer.net/36003/scarboro
ugh-shoal-standoff-a-historicaltimeline 
[176] https://files.pca-
cpa.org/pcadocs/Memorial%20of%20the%20Phi
lippines%20Volume%20I.pdf 
[PCA] https://files.pca-
cpa.org/pcadocs/Memorial%20of%20the%20Phi
lippines%20Volume%20I.pdf 
 
https://amti.csis.org/counter-co-scarborough-
standoff/ 
https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/escalat
ion-05082012171653.html 

162 2012 P Scarbo
rough 
Shoal 

2012, May: Informal economic sanctions on Philippines over 
Scarborough Shoal standoff. (Zhang, "Cautious Bully"; Chubb, Chinese 
Nationalism and the Gray Zone) 

Chubb, Chinese Nationalism and the “Gray 
Zone”: Case Analyses of Public Opinion and PRC 
Maritime Policy (Newport, R.I.: US Naval War 
College, forthcoming).Zhang, "Cautious Bully" 

163 2012 BIM
PV 

South 
China 
Sea 

2012, May: Passports issued with nine-dash line watermark. 
Philippines protested.  (Del Callar, "PHL protests China's stamping") 

Chubb, A. (2022), "Maritime Assertiveness Time 
Series (MATS 1.0)" dataset, version 1.01, May 
18, https://mavd.nbr.org 

164 2012 V Paracel
s 

5/7/2012: China confiscates Vietnamese trawler QNg94411 TS and 
trawler QNg 44867 TS. 
5/16/2012: China captured Vietnamese citizen Mr. Nguyễn Thành 
Nhất along with 7 crew members on the trawler QNg-50003 TS in the 
waters near the Paracel Islands. China also confiscated another vessel, 
trawler QNg-55003TS. The two crews, made up of 14 men, eventually 
returned to the port on trawler trawler QNg-50003 TS; however, three 

http://indomemoires.hypotheses.org/15305 and 
Elena Bernini, “Diplomacy from Below: 
Resistance of Vietnamese fishermen on Ly Son 
Island, 2002-2016,” 
https://ora.ox.ac.uk/objects/uuid:5f598ea1-
2eb2-46a4-93ac-6ef894c50176 

http://www.mofa.gov.vn/en/tt_baochi/pbnfn/ns120322165528
http://www.reuters.com/article/china-vietnam-idUSL3E8EM3YJ20120322
http://www.bbc.com/news/world-asia-17796451
http://www.nytimes.com/2012/03/23/world/asia/china-vietnamese-fishermen-detained.html?_r=0
http://thechinatimes.com/online/2012/04/3148.html
https://www.rfa.org/english/news/vietnam/paracel-03222012190753.html
https://www.rfa.org/english/news/vietnam/sea-04022012203112.html
http://ph.china-embassy.org/eng/zt/nhwt/t931871.htm
http://nationalinterest.org/commentary/learning-the-lessons-scarborough-reef-9442
http://www.cnn.com/2012/04/12/world/asia/philippines-china-naval-standoff/index.html?iref=allsearch&iid=EL
http://blogs.wsj.com/indonesiarealtime/2012/05/15/china-and-the-philippines-play-the-green-card-in-sea-dispute/
http://atlanticsentinel.com/2012/05/why-there-cant-be-quiet-in-the-south-china-sea/
http://globalnation.inquirer.net/36003/scarborough-shoal-standoff-a-historicaltimeline
https://files.pca-cpa.org/pcadocs/Memorial%20of%20the%20Philippines%20Volume%20I.pdf
https://files.pca-cpa.org/pcadocs/Memorial%20of%20the%20Philippines%20Volume%20I.pdf
https://files.pca-cpa.org/pcadocs/Memorial%20of%20the%20Philippines%20Volume%20I.pdf
https://files.pca-cpa.org/pcadocs/Memorial%20of%20the%20Philippines%20Volume%20I.pdf
https://amti.csis.org/counter-co-scarborough-standoff/
https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/escalation-05082012171653.html
https://mavd.nbr.org
http://indomemoires.hypotheses.org/15305
https://ora.ox.ac.uk/objects/uuid:5f598ea1-2eb2-46a4-93ac-6ef894c50176
http://www.mofa.gov.vn/en/tt_baochi/pbnfn/ns120322165528
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tons of fish were confiscated, diving pipes were severed, and steering 
gear, probes, and diving suits were stolen. 

http://www.bbc.com/vietnamese/multimedia/2
012/05/120524_captain_quan.shtml 

165 2012 P Scarbo
rough 
Shoal 

The Philippines' vessel MCS 3008 was approached by Chinese 
surveillance vessel CMS 71 near the Scarborough Shoal. The CMS 71 
engaged in agressive manuvering in an attempt to dissuade the 
Philippines' vessel from the Scarborough Shoal area. Three Chinese 
vessels, FLEC 303, CMS 71, and FLEC 306 chased the MCS 3008 and 
attempted to ram the vessel. 

AMTI, "Fishing Moratorium Incident Tracker : 
2012-2017", July 7, 2017, CSIS,accessed October 
19, 2021,  https://amti.csis.org/fishing-troubled-
waters/ 
[PAGE 202] https://files.pca-
cpa.org/pcadocs/Memorial%20of%20the%20Phi
lippines%20Volume%20I.pdf 

166 2012 V Paracel
s 

6/7/2012: Trawler QNg 94487 TS immobilized 3 days; Trawler QNg 
96845 TS immobilized 3 days; Trawler QNg 94779 TS immobilized 3 
days and trawler QNg 94096 TS idem. 
6/12/2012: China confiscated catch and destroyed fishing and 
navigation equipment on Vietnamese vessel QNg 90133 TS. 
7/2/2012: China captured six trawlers from Sa Hùynh, Vietnam. China 
confiscated trawler QNg 94411TS and QNg 94779 TS, as well as fishing 
vessels and equipment. A total of 42 fishermen were involved.  

http://indomemoires.hypotheses.org/15305 and 
Elena Bernini, “Diplomacy from Below: 
Resistance of Vietnamese fishermen on Ly Son 
Island, 2002-2016,” 
https://ora.ox.ac.uk/objects/uuid:5f598ea1-
2eb2-46a4-93ac-6ef894c50176 

167 2012 BIM
PV 

Paracel
s 

2012, July: Sansha City established, upgrading administrative status of 
former Office for Xisha, Nansha and Zhongsha Affairs. 
"Vietnam’s Foreign Ministry spokesman Luong Thanh Nghi told 
Agence France-Presse on Tuesday that the plan for the garrison 
"violates international law, seriously violates Vietnam’s sovereignty... 
and is invalid.” He said China must revoke its "wrongdoings" and urged 
"friendly and cooperative" relations in order to "maintain peace and 
stability" in the region. Vietnam has faced off with China over Beijing’s 
detention of Vietnamese fishermen and its opening of oil and gas lots 
to international bidders in the disputed waters. 
In the Philippines, the department of foreign affairs summoned 
China’s Ambassador to the Philippines Ma Keqing on Tuesday to 
protest against the garrison announcement. 
Foreign Affairs Secretary Albert del Rosario said the Philippines had 
expressed “grave concern” and “strong protest” over China’s actions 
in the Paracels, the Manila Standard newspaper reported." 

Xinhua. “Guowuyuan pizhun chexiao Xisha deng 
qundao sheli diji Sansha Shi (State Council 
approves dissolution of Paracels etc. [Office], 
establishes prefecture-level Sansha City).” 
Xinhua, June 21, 2012, 
http://news.sohu.com/20120621/n346244100.s
html , in Chubb, A. (2021). Appendix for 'PRC 
Assertiveness in the South China Sea: Measuring 
Continuity and Change, 1970-2015,' 
International Security, Vol. 45, No. 3 (Winter 
2020/21), pp. 79–121, 
doi.org/10.1162/isec_a_00400. Retrieved from: 
https://doi.org/10.7910/DVN/3Y7NRU 

168 2012 P Half 
Moon 
Shoal, 
Spratly
s 

A Chinese Navy frigate ran aground near Half Moon Shoal, in waters 
claimed by the Philippines.  

PERLEZ, J. (2012, Aug 12). China asserts sea 
claim with politics and ships. New York Times 
(1923-) Retrieved from 
https://www.proquest.com/historical-
newspapers/china-asserts-sea-claim-with-
politics-ships/docview/1705866673/se-
2?accountid=25333 

169 2012 P Scarbo
rough 
Shoal 

18 July 2012 Philippine DFA official says China blocks Philippine ships 
and fishing vessels from the shoal by setting up barriers to its entry 
point. Since then, vessels belonging to the China Marine Surveillance 
and Fisheries Law Enforcement Command have been observed in the 
nearby disputed shoal and Chinese government vessels have been 
turning away Filipino vessels sailing to the area. 

Pham, V. (2016). The Use or Threat of Force in 
the South China Sea Disputes Since 1945: A 
Timeline. In: Fels, E., Vu, TM. (eds) Power Politics 
in Asia’s Contested Waters. Global Power Shift. 
Springer, Cham. https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-
319-26152-2_25 

170 2012 BM Southe
rn SCS, 
Malays
ia's EEZ 

2012, August: PRC government ships’ presence in southern South 
China Sea increases, with CMS boats approaching Malaysian survey 
vessels (Permal, “The rising turbulence”; Clad and Manning, 
“Commentary: China's bad diplomacy”). The PRC presence in these 
areas has increased since this time. Ongoing through 2015 (Chubb’s 
dataset).   
"Chinese patrol vessels confronted a seismic vessel in Malaysia’s Block 
SR 318 undertaking work under contract to Shell Sarawak. They 
ordered the vessel to cease and desist and it complied. But it renewed 
its work after a protective buffer was put in place. Malaysia did not 
publicly protest because it does not want its disputes with China in the 
South China Sea to affect their economic relationship." (K. Zhang’s 
dataset) 

Permal, Sumathy. “The rising turbulence in the 
South China Sea.” MIMA Sea Views, no.5, April 
15, 2013, 
http://www.mima.gov.my/v2/data/pdf/sea_vie
w/73.Turbulence%20in%20SCS(5-2013).pdf; 
Clad and Manning, “Commentary: China's bad 
diplomacy”  
Wu Shicun, Nong Hong, Recent Developments in 
the South China Sea Dispute, p. 7. Also 
confirmed by Scott 
Bentley, “Malaysia’s ‘Special Relationship’ with 
China and the South China Sea: Not So Special 
Anymore,” 
Asan Forum, July 31,2015 , 
http://www.theasanforum.org/malaysias-
special-relationship-with-china-andthe- 
south-china-sea-not-so-special-anymore/, 
accessed April 18, 2018. 
Chubb, A. (2021) 

http://www.bbc.com/vietnamese/multimedia/2012/05/120524_captain_quan.shtml
https://amti.csis.org/fishing-troubled-waters/
https://amti.csis.org/fishing-troubled-waters/
https://files.pca-cpa.org/pcadocs/Memorial%20of%20the%20Philippines%20Volume%20I.pdf
https://files.pca-cpa.org/pcadocs/Memorial%20of%20the%20Philippines%20Volume%20I.pdf
http://indomemoires.hypotheses.org/15305
https://ora.ox.ac.uk/objects/uuid:5f598ea1-2eb2-46a4-93ac-6ef894c50176
http://news.sohu.com/20120621/n346244100.shtml
https://doi.org/10.7910/DVN/3Y7NRU
https://www.proquest.com/historical-newspapers/china-asserts-sea-claim-with-politics-ships/docview/1705866673/se-2?accountid=25333
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-26152-2_25
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-26152-2_25
http://www.mima.gov.my/v2/data/pdf/sea_view/73.Turbulence%20in%20SCS(5-2013).pdf
http://www.theasanforum.org/malaysias-special-relationship-with-china-and-the-south-china-sea-not-so-special-anymore/
http://news.sohu.com/20120621/n346244100.shtml
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171 2012 BIM
PV 

South 
China 
Sea 

2012, November: Hainan province passes laws authorizing “board and 
search” of foreign boats in China’s claimed waters (Lim, “Singapore 
concerned”; Perlez, “Alarm as China issues rules”). New fishing 
regulations were also passed in late 2013, updating a 2004 version of 
the same (Thayer, “China’s new fishing regulations”). Ongoing through 
2015 . Philippines condemned this law as "illegal" (Chubb’s dataset). 

Lim, Kevin. “Singapore concerned over China’s 
South China Sea rule.” Reuters, December 3, 
2012, at http://www.reuters.com/article/china-
sea-singapore-idUSL4N09D31U20121203; 
Perlez, “Alarm as China issues rules”; Thayer, 
“China’s new fishing regulations”  
PERLEZ, J. (2012, Dec 02). Alarm as china issues 
rules for disputed area: Neighbors fear beijing 
will forcefully assert claims in south china sea. 
New York Times (1923-) Retrieved from 
https://www.proquest.com/historical-
newspapers/alarm-as-china-issues-rules-
disputed-area/docview/1705741819/se-
2?accountid=25333 
Chubb, A. (2021).  

172 2012 V Gulf of 
Tonkin, 
43 
nautica
l miles 
off Con 
Co 
island  

Two Chinese fishing boats obstruct the Vietnamese survey vessel Binh 
Minh 2 in waters within Vietnam’s EEZ. The action causes the survey 
vessel’s cables to break. 
"The Vietnamese Foreign Ministry summoned a Chinese embassy 
representative Monday to protest the latest incident at sea when a 
Vietnamese ship had its cables cut by Chinese fishing vessels, news 
webiste Petrotimes reported. The ministry handed over a diplomatic 
note to the Chinese envoy about the incident that occurred on 
November 30." 
"Most recently, in early morning of November 30, 2012, while carrying 
out normal seismic survey activities deep inside Viet Nam’s exclusive 
economic zone and continental shelf (at a latitude of 17o 26,2 North 
and 1080 02 East, about 43 nautical miles off Con Co island of Viet 
Nam, Binh Minh 02 seismic survey vessel of Viet Nam was 
intentionally blocked and its cable was severed by two Chinese fishing 
vessel (No 16025 and No 16028) which had ignored warning signals 
from Viet Nam’s authorized forces." [KZ]. India, which operates 
several joint ventures with PetroVietnam, said it would consider 
sending navy vessels to protect its interests in the SCS.  

http://www.thanhniennews.com/politics/vietna
m-protests-as-chinese-ships-again-harass-
vietnamese-vessel-4252.html 
  
http://www.mofa.gov.vn/en/tt_baochi/pbnfn/n
s121206103459/view 
https://www.rfa.org/english/news/vietnam/ship
-12032012193617.html 
PERLEZ, J. (2012, Dec 02). Alarm as china issues 
rules for disputed area: Neighbors fear beijing 
will forcefully assert claims in south china sea. 
New York Times (1923-) Retrieved from 
https://www.proquest.com/historical-
newspapers/alarm-as-china-issues-rules-
disputed-area/docview/1705741819/se-
2?accountid=25333 

173 2013 P Spratly
s 

Philippines to bring South China Sea dispute with Beijing to the 
Hague tribunal 
Manila fires shot across China's bows with move to bring both 
countries' conflicting claims on potentially oil-rich waters to UN. Albert 
del Rosario, foreign secretary of the Philippines, said Manila had 
'exhausted all political and diplomatic avenues for a peaceful 
settlement with China'. The Philippines has taken a legal step to 
counter China's claims to virtually the entire South China Sea, formally 
notifying Beijing that it is seeking international arbitration to declare 
Chinese moves in the potentially oil-rich waters "illegal and invalid". 
In the note handed to the Chinese ambassador, the Philippines listed 
several aggressive moves it alleged were launched by China in recent 
years to fortify its territorial claims, including the occupation of 
South China Sea islands and the enactment of a law to allow Chinese 
patrol vessels to block and board foreign ships passing through vast 
stretches of waters that Beijing claims. 

https://www.theguardian.com/world/2013/jan/
22/philippines-south-china-sea-beijing 

174 2013 V Paracel
s 

3/11: Vietnamese fishing ship QNg-96679-TS was obstructed and 
forced out of Paracels by China’s ship 841.  
3/13: Ships QNg-9647-TS and QNg-96382-TS were forced out of 
Paracel area by China's ships Haijian 262 and Haijian 263 
3/17: Fishing ship QNg-96399-TS was forced out of Paracels by China’s 
Haijian and Helicopter. [AM] 
3/20: A Vietnamese fishing vessel was confronted by a Chinese Marine 
Surveillance vessel near the disputed Paracel Islands. A Vietnamese 
fishing vessel, the <i>QNg 96382</i>, was returning to Vietnam from a 
fishing expedition in the waters near the Paracel Islands when Chinese 
Marine Surveillance vessel <i>No. 786</i> approached.;; The Chinese 
vessel shot off flares. China claims the flares were fired into the air, 
while Vietnam claims that the flares were aimed at the fishing vessel, 
causing it to catch fire. China’s Foreign Ministry said the Vietnamese 
fishing vessel entered the area to conduct "illegal fishing operations . . 
. no harm was done to the Vietnamese ship at that time and place." 

http://www.vusta.vn/en/news/VUSTA-Head-
quarter-1741/Vietnam-fisheries-Association-
central-association-No-27-HNC-19-3-2103-
Recommendations-to-ensure-the-safety-of-
Vietnam-fishermen-s-production-activities-
48011.html 
http://www.vusta.vn/en/news/VUSTA-Head-
quarter-1741/Vietnam-fisheries-Association-
central-association-No-27-HNC-19-3-2103-
Recommendations-to-ensure-the-safety-of-
Vietnam-fishermen-s-production-activities-
48011.html 
http://www.vusta.vn/en/news/VUSTA-Head-
quarter-1741/Vietnam-fisheries-Association-
central-association-No-27-HNC-19-3-2103-
Recommendations-to-ensure-the-safety-of-

http://www.reuters.com/article/china-sea-singapore-idUSL4N09D31U20121203
http://www.reuters.com/article/china-sea-singapore-idUSL4N09D31U20121203
https://www.proquest.com/historical-newspapers/alarm-as-china-issues-rules-disputed-area/docview/1705741819/se-2?accountid=25333
http://www.thanhniennews.com/politics/vietnam-protests-as-chinese-ships-again-harass-vietnamese-vessel-4252.html
http://www.mofa.gov.vn/en/tt_baochi/pbnfn/ns121206103459/view
https://www.rfa.org/english/news/vietnam/ship-12032012193617.html
https://www.proquest.com/historical-newspapers/alarm-as-china-issues-rules-disputed-area/docview/1705741819/se-2?accountid=25333
https://www.theguardian.com/world/2013/jan/22/philippines-south-china-sea-beijing
http://www.vusta.vn/en/news/VUSTA-Head-quarter-1741/Vietnam-fisheries-Association-central-association-No-27-HNC-19-3-2103-Recommendations-to-ensure-the-safety-of-Vietnam-fishermen-s-production-activities-48011.html
http://www.vusta.vn/en/news/VUSTA-Head-quarter-1741/Vietnam-fisheries-Association-central-association-No-27-HNC-19-3-2103-Recommendations-to-ensure-the-safety-of-Vietnam-fishermen-s-production-activities-48011.html
http://www.vusta.vn/en/news/VUSTA-Head-quarter-1741/Vietnam-fisheries-Association-central-association-No-27-HNC-19-3-2103-Recommendations-to-ensure-the-safety-of-Vietnam-fishermen-s-production-activities-48011.html
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Vietnam formally protested the incident, and subsequently 
announced an annual ceremony to commemorate Vietnamese settlers 
of the Paracel Islands (China Power Project). 
20 March 2013 An unidentified Chinese vessel chases and fires flares 
on a Vietnamese fishing boat near the Paracel Islands, according to 
the Vietnamese government, which calls the incident “very serious”. It 
lodges a formal complaint with the Chinese embassy in Hanoi. Chinese 
foreign ministry spokesman Hong Lei 
says China has taken unspecified but “legitimate and reasonable” 
actions against Vietnamese boats working illegally in Chinese waters. 
He denies that any boats have been damaged, but gave few other 
details.  
On this incident, US state department spokesman Patrick Ventrell said 
that the United States “strongly oppose the threat or use of force or 
coercion by any claimant to advance its claims in the 
South China Sea”. 
3/28: At approximately 11:00am, China’s ship 787 shot straight into 
the cabin of Vietnam’s ship Qng-55535-TS, making two glass panels 
broken and a number of clothes of crew members burnt[sic]. The ship 
787 pillaged 200 meters of fishing line and drove away the ship QNg-
55535-TS out of Paracel area (Discovery Reef). 

Vietnam-fishermen-s-production-activities-
48011.html 
https://www.theguardian.com/world/2013/mar
/27/china-denies-fire-vietnamese-boat 
http://www.wsj.com/articles/SB1000142412788
7324789504578383820145232386;;http://www.
thehindu.com/news/international/world/sinovie
tnam-tensions-spill-over-in-southchina-
sea/article4550545.ece;;http://en.vietnamplus.v
n/vietnam-protests-chinas-firing-at-fishing-
boat/43075.vnp;;http://www.voanews.com/con
tent/maritime-incident-highlights-vietname-
china-beijing-hanoi-dispute/1629617.html;; 
http://news.xinhuanet.com/english/china/2013-
03/27/c_124506632.htm;; 
http://www.bbc.com/news/world-asia-china-
21950321;; 
http://www.wsj.com/articles/SB1000142412788
7324789504578383820145232386;; 
http://gbtimes.com/china/action-against-
fisherman-was-legitimate 
http://www.vusta.vn/en/news/VUSTA-Head-
quarter-1741/Vietnam-fisheries-Association-
central-association-No-27-HNC-19-3-2103-
Recommendations-to-ensure-the-safety-of-
Vietnam-fishermen-s-production-activities-
48011.html 
https://www.rfa.org/english/news/vietnam/boa
t-03252013152934.html 

175 2013 V North 
of 
Spratly
s 

Vietnamese QNg-94590-TS fishing vessel was sieged by the China’s 
Haijian, which seized 21 lights (used to collect fish) and forced it from 
the area. The QNg-94590 had no choice but to return to shore due to 
lack of equipment. 

http://www.vusta.vn/en/news/VUSTA-Head-
quarter-1741/Vietnam-fisheries-Association-
central-association-No-27-HNC-19-3-2103-
Recommendations-to-ensure-the-safety-of-
Vietnam-fishermen-s-production-activities-
48011.html 

176 2013 I Natuna 
Islands 

Chinese fishing vessel, <i>RRC 58081</i>, was operating near the 
Natuna Islands when it was captured by the Indonesian coast guard 
vessel, <i>Hiu Macan 001</i>. Chinese coast guard vessels later 
arrived to secure the release of the <i>RRC 58081</i>. A Chinese 
fishing vessel, <i>RRC 58081</i>, was operating near the Natuna 
Islands when the Indonesian coast guard arrived aboard the <i>Hiu 
Macan 001</i>. ;; The Indonesian coast guard arrested the Chinese 
fishermen and began to transport them to Indonesia for legal 
proceedings. ;; The <i>Nan Feng</i>, a Chinese research vessel, 
arrived on the scene and followed the <i>Hiu Macan 001</i>. The 
<i>Nan Feng</i> was later joined by China Coast Guard vessel, 
<i>Yuzheng 310</i>. ;; The crew of the <i>Yuzheng 310</i> threatened 
the <i>Hiu Macan 001</i> and demanded the release of the Chinese 
fishermen. The <i>Hiu Macan 001</i> complied with the China Coast 
Guard and released the fishermen (China Power Project).  
2013: FLEC ship forces Indonesian vessel to release PRC fishers  
Several of these incidents, most recently in March 2013, have 
occurred between Indonesian and Chinese maritime security forces in 
Indonesia’s EEZ off Natuna Island. While Indonesia isn’t a claimant 
state to the disputes in the South China Sea as commonly conceived, 
Chinese claims as defined under the now infamous ‘nine dash line’ 
map do overlap with the Indonesian EEZ generated from the Natunas. 
Despite receiving comparatively little publicity, the incidents that have 
occurred in this area have been some of the most severe anywhere in 
the South China Sea, with direct threats of violence at times risking 
escalation 

https://www.aspistrategist.org.au/mapping-the-
nine-dash-line-recent-incidents-involving-
indonesia-in-the-south-china-sea/ ;; 
https://www.thejakartapost.com/news/2016/03
/21/ri-confronts-china-fishing.html ;; 
https://www.nytimes.com/2016/03/22/world/a
sia/indonesia-south-china-sea-fishing-boat.html 
;; https://nationalinterest.org/blog/the-
buzz/chinas-new-south-china-sea-weapon-
super-coast-guard-ships-16428 ;; 
https://theweek.com/articles/627719/chinese-
coast-guard-ship-mysterious-terror 
Bentley, Scott. “Mapping the nine-dash line: 
recent incidents involving Indonesia in the South 
China Sea.” ASPI Strategist, October 29, 2013, 
http://www.aspistrategist.org.au/mapping-the-
nine-dash-line-recent-incidents-involving-
indonesia-in-the-south-china-sea; Marshall, 
Andrew. “INSIGHT-Remote, gas-rich islands on 
Indonesia's South China Sea frontline.” Reuters, 
Augut 25, 2014, at 
http://uk.reuters.com/article/southchinasea-
indonesia-natuna-insight-p-
idUKL4N0QK1ZB20140825  

177 2013 M James 
Shoal 

Chinese vessels practice landing exercise at southernmost shoal 
claimed by Malaysia, fire guns in air 

http://www.scmp.com/news/asia/article/12005
64/pla-navy-amphibious-task-force-reaches-
james-shoal-near-malaysia 
https://map.nbr.org/interactive/incident-
timeline/ 

https://www.theguardian.com/world/2013/mar/27/china-denies-fire-vietnamese-boat
http://www.wsj.com/articles/SB10001424127887324789504578383820145232386
http://www.thehindu.com/news/international/world/sinovietnam-tensions-spill-over-in-south-china-sea/article4550545.ece
http://en.vietnamplus.vn/vietnam-protests-chinas-firing-at-fishing-boat/43075.vnp
http://www.voanews.com/content/maritime-incident-highlights-vietname-china-beijing-hanoi-dispute/1629617.html
http://news.xinhuanet.com/english/china/2013-03/27/c_124506632.htm
http://www.bbc.com/news/world-asia-china-21950321
http://www.wsj.com/articles/SB10001424127887324789504578383820145232386
http://gbtimes.com/china/action-against-fisherman-was-legitimate
http://www.vusta.vn/en/news/VUSTA-Head-quarter-1741/Vietnam-fisheries-Association-central-association-No-27-HNC-19-3-2103-Recommendations-to-ensure-the-safety-of-Vietnam-fishermen-s-production-activities-48011.html
https://www.rfa.org/english/news/vietnam/boat-03252013152934.html
http://www.vusta.vn/en/news/VUSTA-Head-quarter-1741/Vietnam-fisheries-Association-central-association-No-27-HNC-19-3-2103-Recommendations-to-ensure-the-safety-of-Vietnam-fishermen-s-production-activities-48011.html
https://www.aspistrategist.org.au/mapping-the-nine-dash-line-recent-incidents-involving-indonesia-in-the-south-china-sea/
https://www.thejakartapost.com/news/2016/03/21/ri-confronts-china-fishing.html
https://www.nytimes.com/2016/03/22/world/asia/indonesia-south-china-sea-fishing-boat.html
https://nationalinterest.org/blog/the-buzz/chinas-new-south-china-sea-weapon-super-coast-guard-ships-16428
https://theweek.com/articles/627719/chinese-coast-guard-ship-mysterious-terror
http://www.aspistrategist.org.au/mapping-the-nine-dash-line-recent-incidents-involving-indonesia-in-the-south-china-sea
http://www.aspistrategist.org.au/mapping-the-nine-dash-line-recent-incidents-involving-indonesia-in-the-south-china-sea
http://uk.reuters.com/article/southchinasea-indonesia-natuna-insight-p-idUKL4N0QK1ZB20140825177
http://uk.reuters.com/article/southchinasea-indonesia-natuna-insight-p-idUKL4N0QK1ZB20140825177
http://www.scmp.com/news/asia/article/1200564/pla-navy-amphibious-task-force-reaches-james-shoal-near-malaysia
http://www.vusta.vn/en/news/VUSTA-Head-quarter-1741/Vietnam-fisheries-Association-central-association-No-27-HNC-19-3-2103-Recommendations-to-ensure-the-safety-of-Vietnam-fishermen-s-production-activities-48011.html
http://www.wsj.com/articles/SB10001424127887324789504578383820145232386
http://www.thehindu.com/news/international/world/sinovietnam-tensions-spill-over-in-south-china-sea/article4550545.ece
http://www.thehindu.com/news/international/world/sinovietnam-tensions-spill-over-in-south-china-sea/article4550545.ece
http://en.vietnamplus.vn/vietnam-protests-chinas-firing-at-fishing-boat/43075.vnp
http://en.vietnamplus.vn/vietnam-protests-chinas-firing-at-fishing-boat/43075.vnp
http://www.voanews.com/content/maritime-incident-highlights-vietname-china-beijing-hanoi-dispute/1629617.html
https://map.nbr.org/interactive/incident-timeline/
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178 2013 P Second 
Thoma
s Shoal 

2013, April onwards: PRC patrol boats maintain constant presence at 
Second Thomas Shoal (Quismundo, “Withdraw ships”).  
In March, China disrupted a supply operation to Second Thomas for 
the first time. On March 9, CCG cutters intercepted two Philippine 
logistics ships headed toward the shoal (AMTI, "Counter-Coercion 
Series").  
5/8/2013: Chinese vessels harassed Philippine ships attempting to re-
supply the <i>Sierra Madre</i>, a World War II-era American warship, 
on Second Thomas Shoal in the disputed Spratly Islands. According to 
Manila, the Chinese attempted to inhibit Philippine ships from 
completing re-supply missions to the marines stationed on the 
<i>Sierra Madre</i>. Since May 8, China has maintained constant 
patrols around Second Thomas Shoal. China’s Foreign Ministry 
confirmed that its government vessels arrived at the shoal, asserting 
that the reef is part of the Nansha [Spratly] Islands over which China 
has “indisputable sovereignty.” The Philippines Department of Foreign 
Affairs filed a diplomatic protest “on the provocative and illegal 
presence of Chinese government ships (two CMS vessels and one 
warship) around Ayungin [Second Thomas] Shoal” (China Power 
Project).  
2013, November 12: Second Thomas Shoal building supply mission 
brings “roofing and good lumber for repairs” to the ship’s hull, which 
had been damaged during Typhoon Haiyan, consolidating the rusting 
hulk BRP Sierra Madre where a small detachment of marines is 
stationed (CSIS 2017, 181). On March 9, 2014, another mission to 
Second Thomas Shoal brings, in words of PHL officials quoted in the 
media, "supplies and equipment for repair" and materials for "repairs 
inside the ship to keep it from disintegrating,” (CSIS 2017, 184-185).  

Quismundo, Tarra. “Withdraw ships, Philippines 
tells China.” Inquirer Global Nation, May 28, 
2013, 
http://globalnation.inquirer.net/75823/withdra
w-ships-philippines-tells-china  
http://globalnation.inquirer.net/76323/chinas-
cabbage-strategy-to-recover-chinese-islands-
reefs-illegally-occupied-by-ph;; 
http://www.voanews.com/content/philippines-
vietnam-cry-foul-over-chinese-vessels-in-
disputed-waters/1672069.html;; 
https://www.stratfor.com/analysis/china-
philippines-latest-conflict-south-china-sea;; 
http://www.philstar.com/headlines/2013/05/22
/944871/china-sends-ships-another-phl-shoal 
Ghosn, F., Palmer, G., & Bremer, S. A. (2004). 
The MID3 Data Set, 1993—2001: Procedures, 
Coding Rules, and Description. Conflict 
Management and Peace Science, 21(2), 133-154. 
doi:10.1080/07388940490463861, entry #4704 
https://map.nbr.org/interactive/incident-
timeline/ 
https://amti.csis.org/counter-co-2nd-thomas-
shoal/ 
Chubb, A. (2022), "Maritime Assertiveness Time 
Series (MATS 1.0)" dataset, version 1.01, May 
18, https://mavd.nbr.org 

179 2013 V Paracel
s 

5/20/2013: China's ship spurred Vietnamese trawler 90917 three 
times. 
5/28/2013: The trawler QNg 93768 TS immobilized for four hours. 
(AMTI dataset) 
In May 2013, China launched a flair at a Vietnamese fishing ship, 
causing it to catch fire. On the same day, China damaged a 
Vietnamese fishing ship when a patrol boat rammed it. In July, a 
Chinese patrol ship chased Vietnamese fishermen, beat them, and 
seized some of their items. 

https://indomemoires.hypotheses.org/15305 
and Elena Bernini, “Diplomacy from Below: 
Resistance of Vietnamese fishermen on Ly Son 
Island, 2002-2016,” 
https://ora.ox.ac.uk/objects/uuid:5f598ea1-
2eb2-46a4-93ac-6ef894c50176 
http://www.rfa.org/vietnamese/news/vietnamn
ews/vn-fishb-stop-by-chi-05292013082114.html 
Ghosn, F., Palmer, G., & Bremer, S. A. (2004). 
The MID3 Data Set, 1993—2001: Procedures, 
Coding Rules, and Description. Conflict 
Management and Peace Science, 21(2), 133-154. 
doi:10.1080/07388940490463861, entry #4701 

180 2013 V Woody 
Island, 
Paracel 
Islands 

A Chinese crew boarded two Vietnamese fishing vessels near Woody 
Island in the disputed Paracel Islands. The fishermen claim that the 
Chinese crew removed Vietnamese property. A Chinese “white boat 
with the code number 306” chased two Vietnamese fishing vessels 
and deployed a motorized dinghy to catch the Vietnamese ships.;; 
According to the Vietnamese, two Chinese personnel boarded the 
Vietnamese vessel, confiscated equipment, and destroyed property.  
Vietnam's Foreign Ministry said in a statement: "These acts have 
violated Vietnam's sovereignty over Hoang Sa [Paracel ] Archipelago 
and Vietnam's sovereign rights as well as its jurisdiction over the East 
Sea [South China Sea]." 

http://www.thanhniennews.com/politics/vietna
m-slams-chinas-east-sea-aggression-1823.html 

181 2013 M Luconi
a Shoal 

MALAYSIA: RECALIBRATING ITS SOUTH CHINA SEA POLICY? BY ELINA 
NOOR | JANUARY 8, 2016 
"Taken aback by Chinese naval patrols around James Shoal (Beting 
Serupai in Malay), only 43 nautical miles off the coast of Sarawak 
State, the government responded with a baffling array of silence, 
denial, and nonchalance. Malaysian authorities had been caught off 
balance by China’s audacity, which they had not expected given Kuala 
Lumpur’s perceived special relationship with Beijing.  
Until recently [January 2016], a Chinese Coast Guard (CCG) vessel had 
been anchored near South Luconia Shoal (Beting Patinggi Ali), just 84 
nautical miles off the coast of Sarawak since September 4, 2013. 
Markers placed by the Malaysian government have mysteriously 
disappeared, replaced by those written in a “foreign language,” 
according to parliamentary proceedings. The CCG ship has also 

https://amti.csis.org/malaysia-recalibrating-its-
south-china-sea-policy/ 

http://globalnation.inquirer.net/75823/withdraw-ships-philippines-tells-china
http://globalnation.inquirer.net/76323/chinas-cabbage-strategy-to-recover-chinese-islands-reefs-illegally-occupied-by-ph
http://www.voanews.com/content/philippines-vietnam-cry-foul-over-chinese-vessels-in-disputed-waters/1672069.html
https://www.stratfor.com/analysis/china-philippines-latest-conflict-south-china-sea
http://www.philstar.com/headlines/2013/05/22/944871/china-sends-ships-another-phl-shoal
https://map.nbr.org/interactive/incident-timeline/
https://amti.csis.org/counter-co-2nd-thomas-shoal/
https://mavd.nbr.org
https://indomemoires.hypotheses.org/15305
https://ora.ox.ac.uk/objects/uuid:5f598ea1-2eb2-46a4-93ac-6ef894c50176
http://www.rfa.org/vietnamese/news/vietnamnews/vn-fishb-stop-by-chi-05292013082114.html
http://www.thanhniennews.com/politics/vietnam-slams-chinas-east-sea-aggression-1823.html
https://amti.csis.org/malaysia-recalibrating-its-south-china-sea-policy/
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reportedly chased away Malaysian fishermen from the area and even 
threatened them, prompting complaints and a call to action by the 
Sarawak government and the fishermen’s association of Miri, the 
state’s second largest city.”  

182 2013 M Luconi
a 
Shoals 

2013: SCS regular rights defense patrols begin to encompass Luconia 
Shoals (Xinhua, “Maritime official details China’s 2013 patrols”). 
Malaysia observes seven “intrusions” by 16 Chinese assets in this area 
during 2013 (Bentley, “Malaysia’s ‘special relationship’ with China”). 
Ongoing through 2015.  

Xinhua. “Maritime official details China’s 2013 
patrols.” Xinhua, January 16, 2014, 
http://en.people.cn/90785/8515120.html; 
Bentley, Scott. “Malaysia’s ‘special relationship’ 
with China and the South China Sea: not so 
special anymore.” Asan Forum, July 31, 2015, 
http://www.theasanforum.org/malaysias-
special-relationship-with-china-and-the-south-
china-sea-not-so-special-anymore; Chubb, A. 
(2021). Appendix for 'PRC Assertiveness in the 
South China Sea: Measuring Continuity and 
Change, 1970-2015,' International Security, Vol. 
45, No. 3 (Winter 2020/21), pp. 79–121, 
doi.org/10.1162/isec_a_00400. Retrieved from: 
https://doi.org/10.7910/DVN/3Y7NRU  

183 2014 V Paracel
s 

A Vietnamese fishing vessel was boarded by crew from a Chinese 
naval vessel near the disputed Paracel Islands. Vietnamese fishing 
vessel <i>QNg 90055 TS</i> was operating in the waters near the 
Paracel Islands when it encountered Chinese naval vessel <i>No. 
1239</i>.;; Vietnamese sources claim that the Chinese ship chased the 
fishing vessel, boarded it, and destroyed the ship’s assets. A 
representative from the Vietnamese Ministry of Foreign Affairs 
requested that China investigate the incident. 

http://en.vietnamplus.vn/china-asked-to-probe-
damages-to-vietnamese-vessels/58014.vnp;; 
http://vietnamnews.vn/politics-
laws/252641/probe-attacks-on-boats-china-
told.html#bMwWEH2Qvu3EMs4s.97;; 
http://tuoitrenews.vn/politics/18511/vietnam-
requests-china-probe-incidents-damaging-
vietnamese-boats 

184 2014 M James 
Shoal 

Three Chinese ships on Sunday patrolled the James Shoal, an area also 
claimed by Malaysia. The group was made up of an amphibious 
landing craft, the Changbaishan, and two destroyers. 

http://uk.reuters.com/article/uk-china-malaysia-
idUKBREA0P06X20140126 

185 2014 P Scarbo
rough 
Shoal 

2014: PRC uses water cannon and helicopters to drive away 
Philippines fishermen from Scarborough Shoal. Similar incidents were 
reported in January and April 2015 (Macatuno, “PH fishers recount 
ordeal”). However, this practice may have decreased. 
1/27/2014: A Chinese coast guard ship fired its water cannons at 
Philippine fishing vessels near Scarborough Shoal. Several Philippine 
fishing vessels were operating in the proximity of Scarborough Shoal 
when a Chinese coast guard ship, the <i>Haijing 3063</i>, 
approached.;; The <i>Haijing 3063</i> sounded its horn and fired 
wastewater laden with oil from its water cannons for several minutes 
at two Philippine fishing vessels (FB P8 and FB Kim) until they left 
Scarborough Shoal. The Chinese Foreign Ministry claimed that the 
Chinese fleet were in the area to tow a grounded foreign ship. The 
Philippines Ministry of Foreign Affairs said the government “strongly 
protests the acts of harassment and the manner by which these were 
committed.” The Philippines lodged a diplomatic protest with Beijing 
over the incident. [CP] 

Macatuno, Allan. “PH fishers recount ordeal 
near shoal.” Inquirer Global Nation, May 17, 
2015, at 
http://globalnation.inquirer.net/123060/ph-
fishers-recount-ordeal-near-shoal  
http://indianexpress.com/article/world/asia/sou
th-china-sea-south-china-conflict-south-china-
issue-phillipines-china-south-china-sea/;; 
http://www.bloomberg.com/news/articles/2014
-02-25/philippines-summons-china-envoy-on-
water-cannon-use-on-fishermen;; 
http://www.dfa.gov.ph/index.php/newsroom/df
a-releases/2167-statement-of-the-dfa-
spokesperson-on-the-water-cannon-incident-in-
bajo-de-masinloc; Chubb, A. (2021). Appendix 
for 'PRC Assertiveness in the South China Sea: 
Measuring Continuity and Change, 1970-2015,' 
International Security, Vol. 45, No. 3 (Winter 
2020/21), pp. 79–121, 
doi.org/10.1162/isec_a_00400. Retrieved from: 
https://doi.org/10.7910/DVN/3Y7NRU 

186 2014 V Paracel
s 

A Vietnamese fishing vessel was stopped by a Chinese vessel near the 
disputed Paracel Islands. Chinese officials allegedly seized the 
fishermen’s assets. While operating in waters near the Paracel Islands, 
Vietnamese fishing vessel <i>QNg 96074 TS</i> was stopped by 
China’s fishery administration ship, the <i>Yuzheng 02</i>.;; Vietnam 
claims the officials boarded the fishing boat and seized the 
Vietnamese fishermen’s assets. Vietnam requested an investigation 
into the incident: “These actions of Chinese forces violated Vietnam’s 
sovereignty… [and] intruded upon property and infringed upon the 
legitimate interests of Vietnamese fishermen.”  

http://en.vietnamplus.vn/china-asked-to-probe-
damages-to-vietnamese-vessels/58014.vnp;; 
http://vietnamnews.vn/politics-
laws/252641/probe-attacks-on-boats-china-
told.html#bMwWEH2Qvu3EMs4s.97; Chubb, A. 
(2021). Appendix for 'PRC Assertiveness in the 
South China Sea: Measuring Continuity and 
Change, 1970-2015,' International Security, Vol. 
45, No. 3 (Winter 2020/21), pp. 79–121, 
doi.org/10.1162/isec_a_00400. Retrieved from: 
https://doi.org/10.7910/DVN/3Y7NRU 

187 2014 P  
Second 

2014, March: PRC blocks supply ships on way to Second Thomas Shoal 
(Reuters, “China says expels”). 
3/9/2014: China and the Philippines were involved in an incident over 

Reuters, “China says expels” 
http://www.dailymail.co.uk/wires/ap/article-
2592155/Philippine-supply-ship-evades-Chinese-

http://en.people.cn/90785/8515120.html
http://www.theasanforum.org/malaysias-special-relationship-with-china-and-the-south-china-sea-not-so-special-anymore
http://www.theasanforum.org/malaysias-special-relationship-with-china-and-the-south-china-sea-not-so-special-anymore
https://doi.org/10.7910/DVN/3Y7NRU
http://en.vietnamplus.vn/china-asked-to-probe-damages-to-vietnamese-vessels/58014.vnp
http://vietnamnews.vn/politics-laws/252641/probe-attacks-on-boats-china-told.html#bMwWEH2Qvu3EMs4s.97
http://tuoitrenews.vn/politics/18511/vietnam-requests-china-probe-incidents-damaging-vietnamese-boats
http://uk.reuters.com/article/uk-china-malaysia-idUKBREA0P06X20140126185
http://uk.reuters.com/article/uk-china-malaysia-idUKBREA0P06X20140126185
http://globalnation.inquirer.net/123060/ph-fishers-recount-ordeal-near-shoal
http://indianexpress.com/article/world/asia/south-china-sea-south-china-conflict-south-china-issue-phillipines-china-south-china-sea/
http://www.bloomberg.com/news/articles/2014-02-25/philippines-summons-china-envoy-on-water-cannon-use-on-fishermen
http://www.dfa.gov.ph/index.php/newsroom/dfa-releases/2167-statement-of-the-dfa-spokesperson-on-the-water-cannon-incident-in-bajo-de-masinloc
https://doi.org/10.7910/DVN/3Y7NRU
http://en.vietnamplus.vn/china-asked-to-probe-damages-to-vietnamese-vessels/58014.vnp
http://vietnamnews.vn/politics-laws/252641/probe-attacks-on-boats-china-told.html#bMwWEH2Qvu3EMs4s.97
http://vietnamnews.vn/politics-laws/252641/probe-attacks-on-boats-china-told.html#bMwWEH2Qvu3EMs4s.97
https://doi.org/10.7910/DVN/3Y7NRU
http://www.dailymail.co.uk/wires/ap/article-2592155/Philippine-supply-ship-evades-Chinese-vessel.html
http://www.dfa.gov.ph/index.php/newsroom/dfa-releases/2167-statement-of-the-dfa-spokesperson-on-the-water-cannon-incident-in-bajo-de-masinloc
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Thoma
s Shoal  

Second Thomas Shoal. China temporarily disrupted the Philippines’ 
delivery of supplies to the <i>Sierra Madre</i> for several weeks. On 
March 9, the Philippines sent two civilian vessels under contract with 
the navy to supply the <i>Sierra Madre</i>, a World War II-era 
warship beached on Second Thomas Shoal in 1999 and staffed with 
marines to bolster Philippine sovereignty claims.;; Two Chinese coast 
guard ships, the <i>Haijing 3112</i> and <i>Haijing 3113</i>, blocked 
the vessels, and demanded that they leave the area. The resupply 
ships aborted the mission.;; On March 29, the Philippines sent a 
survey vessel, the <i>BRP Fort San Antonio</i>, to resupply the 
<i>Sierra Madre</i>. A Chinese coast guard vessel, the <i>Haijing 
1141</i>, attempted to halt its progress. A Filipino sailor radioed: 
"This is the Republic of the Philippines . . . we are here to provision the 
troops." The Chinese demanded they leave, noting: "You will take full 
responsibility for the consequences of your action.";; The <i>BRP Fort 
San Antonio</i> was eventually able to resupply the <i>Sierra 
Madre</i>. The Chinese Foreign Ministry deemed the resupply 
mission, which was accompanied by foreign journalists, “a political 
provocation.” The Philippine government filed a protest over the 
March 9 confrontation, stating that it was the first time a resupply 
mission to the <i>Sierra Madre</i> had been blocked by China. [China 
Power Project] 

vessel.html;; http://www.bbc.com/news/world-
asia-26806924;; 
http://globalnation.inquirer.net/101303/afp-
civilian-ship-sent-to-avoid-standoff-at-ayungin;; 
http://www.nytimes.com/2014/04/01/world/asi
a/beijing-and-manila-in-dispute-over-reef.html;; 
http://news.abs-cbn.com/specials/sierra-
madre;; 
http://www.gmanetwork.com/news/story/3520
44/news/nation/phl-protests-china-s-blocking-
of-phl-vessels-at-ayungin-shoal;; 
http://globalnation.inquirer.net/100159/dnd-
confirms-report-on-expulsion-of-ph-vessels-by-
chinese-ships 
https://www.reuters.com/article/us-philippines-
china-reef-idUSBREA2U02720140331 
https://map.nbr.org/interactive/incident-
timeline/ 
Chubb, A. (2022), "Maritime Assertiveness Time 
Series (MATS 1.0)" dataset, version 1.01, May 
18, https://mavd.nbr.org 

188 2014 V Vietna
m's 
contine
ntal 
shelf 

2014, May-July: HYSY-981 oil rig incident. (Chubb, Chinese Nationalism 
and the Gray Zone) 
China deployed an oil rig in the South China Sea within waters 
disputed by China, Vietnam, and Taiwan, precipitating months of 
confrontations between Chinese and Vietnamese forces. On May 1, 
China deployed the <i>Haiyang Shiyou 981</i> oil rig into waters off 
the disputed Paracel Islands. Once challenged, China sent a “flotilla” of 
between 120-140 fishing, coast guard, and naval vessels to defend the 
oil rig.;; Vietnam sent dozens of coast guard and fishing vessels to 
disrupt the operations of the rig, totaling as many as 63 vessels.;; 
Violent collisions occurred, with both sides blaming the other. For 
example, Vietnam claimed that China fired water cannons at 
Vietnamese fishing boats on May 3, and rammed two Vietnamese 
coast guard vessels on May 4. At one point, China claimed that 
Vietnam had rammed Chinese government ships 1,416 times. At least 
one Vietnamese ship sank during the standoff.;; On July 15, the 
Chinese removed the <i>Haiyang Shiyou 981</i> a month ahead of 
schedule, ending the confrontation. China’s Foreign Ministry defended 
the placement of the oil rig, stating that it was within Chinese 
territorial waters: “The drilling activities on the rig are completely 
legal, and we ask the Vietnamese side to stop their disruptive actions.”  
Vietnam declared that the oil rig placement was “illegal” and 
demanded that it be withdrawn in three separate protest notes. [CP] 
In May 2014, China set up an oil rig in disputed waters with Vietnam, 
leading to both countries sending coast guard vessels to the spot. In 
August, Vietnam protested when China seized fishermen near 
disputed Paracel islands. [MID#4702] 
2014, May-July: Vietnam mounts unprecedented international public 
opinion campaign. Foreign journalists are brought along on 
Vietnamese maritime law enforcement ships as it deploys coast guard 
to confront Chinese oil rig HYSY 981 and accompanying vessels. 
Vietnamese officials and many levels call for talks but are rejected. 
Vietnamese leaders also threaten legal action and raise the issue with 
partners, in multilateral settings, and so on. Paints China as bully 
through series of press conferences. (Do Thanh Hai, Vietnam and the 
South China Sea, 202-3; Hayton 2014, 158). 

Chubb, Chinese Nationalism and the “Gray 
Zone”: Case Analyses of Public Opinion and PRC 
Maritime Policy (Newport, R.I.: US Naval War 
College, forthcoming). 
http://uk.reuters.com/article/uk-china-vietnam-
idUKKBN0EK03820140609;; 
https://www.theguardian.com/world/2014/may
/08/china-accuses-vietnam-ships-south-china-
sea-oil-rig;; 
http://www.nbcnews.com/news/world/vietnam
-accuses-china-ramming-ships-dispute-over-oil-
rig-n99076;; 
http://english.cntv.cn/2014/05/09/VIDE139958
9881664917.shtml;; 
http://tuoitrenews.vn/society/20194/chinese-
vessels-try-to-scare-vietnams-ships-further-
away-from-illegal-rig;; 
http://tuoitrenews.vn/society/19513/chinese-
vessels-deliberately-rammed-into-vietnamese-
boats;; http://www.abc.net.au/news/2014-05-
07/an-vietnam-says-chinese-ships-intentionally-
rammed-its-vessels/5437604;; 
http://www.bbc.com/news/world-asia-
27583564;; 
http://www.channelnewsasia.com/news/special
reports/mh370/news/vietnam-accuses-
chinese/1124178.html;; 
http://tuoitrenews.vn/society/19954/chinese-
force-launches-daylong-attacks-on-vietnamese-
vessels;; 
http://tuoitrenews.vn/society/20030/chinese-
vessel-rams-breaks-vietnamese-ship-in-
vietnams-waters;; 
http://tuoitrenews.vn/society/20194/chinese-
vessels-try-to-scare-vietnams-ships-further-
away-from-illegal-rig;; 
http://tuoitrenews.vn/society/20610/chinese-
boats-aggressive-both-day-and-night-in-
vietnams-waters 
Ghosn, F., Palmer, G., & Bremer, S. A. (2004). 
The MID3 Data Set, 1993—2001: Procedures, 
Coding Rules, and Description. Conflict 
Management and Peace Science, 21(2), 133-154. 
doi:10.1080/07388940490463861, entry #4702 

http://www.bbc.com/news/world-asia-26806924
http://www.bbc.com/news/world-asia-26806924
http://globalnation.inquirer.net/101303/afp-civilian-ship-sent-to-avoid-standoff-at-ayungin
http://www.nytimes.com/2014/04/01/world/asia/beijing-and-manila-in-dispute-over-reef.html
http://news.abs-cbn.com/specials/sierra-madre
http://www.gmanetwork.com/news/story/352044/news/nation/phl-protests-china-s-blocking-of-phl-vessels-at-ayungin-shoal
http://globalnation.inquirer.net/100159/dnd-confirms-report-on-expulsion-of-ph-vessels-by-chinese-ships
https://www.reuters.com/article/us-philippines-china-reef-idUSBREA2U02720140331
https://map.nbr.org/interactive/incident-timeline/
https://mavd.nbr.org
http://uk.reuters.com/article/uk-china-vietnam-idUKKBN0EK03820140609
https://www.theguardian.com/world/2014/may/08/china-accuses-vietnam-ships-south-china-sea-oil-rig
http://www.nbcnews.com/news/world/vietnam-accuses-china-ramming-ships-dispute-over-oil-rig-n99076
http://english.cntv.cn/2014/05/09/VIDE1399589881664917.shtml
http://tuoitrenews.vn/society/20194/chinese-vessels-try-to-scare-vietnams-ships-further-away-from-illegal-rig
http://tuoitrenews.vn/society/19513/chinese-vessels-deliberately-rammed-into-vietnamese-boats
http://www.abc.net.au/news/2014-05-07/an-vietnam-says-chinese-ships-intentionally-rammed-its-vessels/5437604
http://www.abc.net.au/news/2014-05-07/an-vietnam-says-chinese-ships-intentionally-rammed-its-vessels/5437604
http://www.bbc.com/news/world-asia-27583564
http://www.channelnewsasia.com/news/specialreports/mh370/news/vietnam-accuses-chinese/1124178.html
http://tuoitrenews.vn/society/19954/chinese-force-launches-daylong-attacks-on-vietnamese-vessels
http://tuoitrenews.vn/society/20030/chinese-vessel-rams-breaks-vietnamese-ship-in-vietnams-waters
http://tuoitrenews.vn/society/20194/chinese-vessels-try-to-scare-vietnams-ships-further-away-from-illegal-rig
http://tuoitrenews.vn/society/20610/chinese-boats-aggressive-both-day-and-night-in-vietnams-waters
http://www.dailymail.co.uk/wires/ap/article-2592155/Philippine-supply-ship-evades-Chinese-vessel.html
http://tuoitrenews.vn/society/19513/chinese-vessels-deliberately-rammed-into-vietnamese-boats
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Chubb, A. (2022), "Maritime Assertiveness Time 
Series (MATS 1.0)" dataset, version 1.01, May 
18, https://mavd.nbr.org 
Cooper, H. (2014, Jun 01). China accuses U.S. 
and japan of incitement. New York Times (1923-) 
Retrieved from 
https://www.proquest.com/historical-
newspapers/china-accuses-u-s-japan-
incitement/docview/1943307327/se-
2?accountid=25333 

189 2014 V Paracel
s 

While fishing near Colins Island, trawler QNg 96416 TS with 16 
fishermen were bombarded with fire from incendiary bullets, jets of 
hammers, bottles, bolts from the Chinese boat No. 1241. The 
communication cables and orientation instruments were cut with 
sickles. The ship was then severely rammed by another Chinese ship. 
The cabin was partly destroyed as a result. 

http://www.thanhniennews.com/society/chines
e-ships-attack-vietnamese-fishing-boat-off-
hoang-sa-26165.html 

190 2014 V Paracel
s 

5/16: Trawler QNg 90205 TS with 12 fishermen on board, was 
attacked by the Chinese Fisheries Monitoring Boat No. 306. Chinese 
personnel boarded the trawler and struck the fishermen, two of 
whom were seriously injured. 
5/16: The trawler QNg 90045TS with 9 fishermen onbaord, were 
caught near Tree Island, in full diving action. The Chinese Fisheries 
Watch Building No. 306 approached the rawler and bombarded the 
ship with stones for three hours. The cabin was partly destroyed but 
there were no injuries. 
5/17: The trawler QNg 96011TS with 13 fishermen on board was 
boarded by the Chinese ship 21102. All materials were destroyed. 
5/26: A Chinese fishing vessel chased down and rammed Vietnamese 
fishing boat DNa 90152, which was 17 nautical miles from China’s 
Haiyang Shiyou 981 drilling rig. Chinese Foreign Ministry spokesman 
commented later that the Vietnamese ship was responsible for 
entering Chinese waters and ramming the Chinese ship, despite 
eyewitness video evidence released online were countered that 
statement. 

https://www.vietnambreakingnews.com/2014/0
5/chinas-ships-attack-vietnamese-fishing-boats-
again/ 
http://indomemoires.hypotheses.org/15305 and 
Elena Bernini, “Diplomacy from Below: 
Resistance of Vietnamese fishermen on Ly Son 
Island, 2002-2016,” 
https://ora.ox.ac.uk/objects/uuid:5f598ea1-
2eb2-46a4-93ac-6ef894c50176 
http://gcaptain.com/watch-chinese-ship-runs-
sinks-vietnamese-fishing-boat/ 

191 2014 P Half 
Moon 
Shoal, 
Spratly
s 

2014 May: PHL detains 11 Chinese fishermen for catching endangered 
sea turtles in disputed waters at Half Moon Shoal, Spratlys. Nine are 
charged. (Zhang and Bateman, Fishing Militia, 298-299)  

Chubb, A. (2022), "Maritime Assertiveness Time 
Series (MATS 1.0)" dataset, version 1.01, May 
18, https://mavd.nbr.org 

192 2014 P Spratly
s 

2014 May-June: The Philippines publishes photos of alleged Chinese 
island building in the South China Sea Johnson South, Gaven and 
Cuarteron Reefs (Diola, "IN PHOTOS: China's reclamation"). Vietnam 
also opposed Chinese building aritifical islands.  

Chubb, A. (2022), "Maritime Assertiveness Time 
Series (MATS 1.0)" dataset, version 1.01, May 
18, https://mavd.nbr.org 
Wong, E., & Ansfield, J. (2014, Jun 17). China, 
trying to bolster its claims, plants islands in 
disputed waters. New York Times (1923-) 
Retrieved from 
https://www.proquest.com/historical-
newspapers/china-trying-bolster-claims-plants-
islands/docview/1941443552/se-
2?accountid=25333 

193 2014 P Reed 
Bank, 
Spratly
s 

2014, June: two PRC hydrographic ships operate in Reed Bank, 
Philippines protests (AP, “Philippine leader questions intent”). 

AP. “Philippine leader questions intent of China 
ships.” AP, July 23, 2014, at 
http://www.japantimes.co.jp/news/2014/09/24
/asia-pacific/philippine-leader-questions-intent-
china-ships-disputed-seas;  Chubb, A. (2021). 
Appendix for 'PRC Assertiveness in the South 
China Sea: Measuring Continuity and Change, 
1970-2015,' International Security, Vol. 45, No. 3 
(Winter 2020/21), pp. 79–121, 
doi.org/10.1162/isec_a_00400. Retrieved from: 
https://doi.org/10.7910/DVN/3Y7NRU 

194 2014 V Paracel
s 

China detains six Vietnamese fishermen. A Vietnamese statement says 
the fishermen were near the Paracels when intercepted, while the 
Chinese statement puts the fishermen off the coast of Hainan and 
accuses them of "illegal activity." 

http://www.bbc.com/news/world-asia-
28168447 

https://mavd.nbr.org
https://www.proquest.com/historical-newspapers/china-accuses-u-s-japan-incitement/docview/1943307327/se-2?accountid=25333
http://www.thanhniennews.com/society/chinese-ships-attack-vietnamese-fishing-boat-off-hoang-sa-26165.html
https://www.vietnambreakingnews.com/2014/05/chinas-ships-attack-vietnamese-fishing-boats-again/
http://indomemoires.hypotheses.org/15305
https://ora.ox.ac.uk/objects/uuid:5f598ea1-2eb2-46a4-93ac-6ef894c50176
http://gcaptain.com/watch-chinese-ship-runs-sinks-vietnamese-fishing-boat/
https://mavd.nbr.org
https://mavd.nbr.org
https://www.proquest.com/historical-newspapers/china-trying-bolster-claims-plants-islands/docview/1941443552/se-2?accountid=25333
http://www.japantimes.co.jp/news/2014/09/24/asia-pacific/philippine-leader-questions-intent-china-ships-disputed-seas
https://doi.org/10.7910/DVN/3Y7NRU
http://www.bbc.com/news/world-asia-28168447
http://www.japantimes.co.jp/news/2014/09/24/asia-pacific/philippine-leader-questions-intent-china-ships-disputed-seas
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195 2014 V Paracel
s 

A Vietnamese fishing vessel was stopped by the Chinese coast guard in 
waters near the disputed Paracel Islands. Vietnamese fishing vessel 
<i>QNg 96697 TS</i> was approached by a Chinese coast guard vessel, 
the <i>Haijing 46101</i>, near the Paracel Islands. The Chinese vessel 
launched two speedboats and their crew boarded the Vietnamese 
fishing vessel. According to Vietnam, the Chinese seized four metric 
tons of tuna from the vessel and broke the fishermen’s equipment. 
China’s Foreign Ministry refuted Vietnamese reports about the 
incident, saying they were "incompatible with facts.” China claims it 
boarded the Vietnamese boat for inspection and confiscated dynamite 
aboard. Vietnam lodged a formal complaint with China. The 
Vietnamese Foreign Ministry also demanded that the incident be 
investigated in conjunction with other incidents in the area, including 
events on August 1st and 14th in which fishing vessels <i>QNg 96416 
TS</i> and <i>QNg 96674 TS</i> were denied access to the Paracel 
Islands by Chinese ships. 

http://tuoitrenews.vn/society/21733/china-
vessel-attacks-vietnamese-boat-stealing-assets-
off-hoang-sa-boat-owner;; 
http://www.chinadaily.com.cn/china/2014-
09/10/content_18577183.htm;; 
http://www.bloomberg.com/news/articles/2014
-09-10/vietnam-says-chinese-vessels-attacked-
fishermen-near-paracels;; 
http://www.thanhniennews.com/politics/vietna
m-demands-china-compensate-robbed-
fishermen-30972.html 

196 2014 V Discov
ery 
Reef, 
Paracel
s 

Chinese coast guard vessels rammed and shot water cannons at a 
Vietnamese fishing vessel in the waters near Discovery Reef around 
the disputed Paracel Islands. While fishing in the waters near 
Discovery Reef in the Paracel Islands, Vietnamese ships <i>QNg 
90226</i> and <i>QNg 95159</i> were approached by three Chinese 
coast guard vessels, including the <i>Haijing 46102</i>.;; The 
Vietnamese fishermen claim that the coast guard shot its water 
cannons, cut the rope of its fishing nets, and rammed <i>QNg 
90226</i>, badly damaging the ship. Vietnamese police said they 
would investigate the case, and notify higher authorities. 

http://tuoitrenews.vn/society/21733/china-
vessel-attacks-vietnamese-boat-stealing-assets-
off-hoang-sa-boat-owner;; 
http://www.chinadaily.com.cn/china/2014-
09/10/content_18577183.htm;; 
http://www.bloomberg.com/news/articles/2014
-09-10/vietnam-says-chinese-vessels-attacked-
fishermen-near-paracels;; 
http://www.thanhniennews.com/politics/vietna
m-demands-china-compensate-robbed-
fishermen-30972.html 

197 2014 PV Second 
Thoma
s Shoal, 
Scarbo
rough 
Shoal   

December 2014–April 2015 Philippine Marine 1st Lt. Mike Pelotera 
says Chinese coast guard vessels blocked or chased Filipino and 
Vietnamese fishermen for at least eight times near the Second 
Thomas Shoal. There are reports that similar incidents also take place 
near Scarborough Shoal where Chinese government ships 
threaten by gun or fire water cannon on the fishermen to take their 
properties and drive them away. 

Pham, V. (2016). The Use or Threat of Force in 
the South China Sea Disputes Since 1945: A 
Timeline. In: Fels, E., Vu, TM. (eds) Power Politics 
in Asia’s Contested Waters. Global Power Shift. 
Springer, Cham. https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-
319-26152-2_25 

198 2014 M Luconi
a 
Shoals 

2014: PRC begins maintaining permanent presence at Luconia Shoals 
(Yang et al., “Weilan de mingji”; Bernama, “China’s presence”). 
Ongoing through 2015.  

Yang Weihan, Wu Jingjing and Yu Xiaojie. 
“Weilan de mingji – xie zai Guojia Haiyang Ju 
chengli 50 zhounian zhi ji (Azure inscriptions – 
written on the 50th anniversary of the SOA’s 
establishment).” Xinhua, July 22, 2014, at 
http://www.soa.gov.cn/xw/hyyw_90/201407/t2
0140723_33255.html; Bernama. “China’s 
presence at Luconia Shoals being monitored – 
Ismaili.” Bernama, October 28, 2015, at 
http://www.malaysiandigest.com/news/576245
-china-s-presence-at-luconia-shoals-being-
monitored-ismaili.html   
Chubb, A. (2021). Appendix for 'PRC 
Assertiveness in the South China Sea: Measuring 
Continuity and Change, 1970-2015,' 
International Security, Vol. 45, No. 3 (Winter 
2020/21), pp. 79–121, 
doi.org/10.1162/isec_a_00400. Retrieved from: 
https://doi.org/10.7910/DVN/3Y7NRU 
, in Chubb, A. (2021). Appendix for 'PRC 
Assertiveness in the South China Sea: Measuring 
Continuity and Change, 1970-2015,' 
International Security, Vol. 45, No. 3 (Winter 
2020/21), pp. 79–121, 
doi.org/10.1162/isec_a_00400. Retrieved from: 
https://doi.org/10.7910/DVN/3Y7NRU 

199 2014 BIM
PV 

Spratly
s 

2014: large-scale land reclamation creating artificial islands in Spratlys, 
including airstrips. (AMTI, "Island Tracker"). 

AMTI. “Island Tracker,” Asia Maritime 
Transparency Initiative, n.d., 
https://amti.csis.org/island-tracker/ 
Chubb, A. (2021). Appendix for 'PRC 
Assertiveness in the South China Sea: Measuring 
Continuity and Change, 1970-2015,' 

http://tuoitrenews.vn/society/21733/china-vessel-attacks-vietnamese-boat-stealing-assets-off-hoang-sa-boat-owner
http://www.chinadaily.com.cn/china/2014-09/10/content_18577183.htm
http://www.bloomberg.com/news/articles/2014-09-10/vietnam-says-chinese-vessels-attacked-fishermen-near-paracels
http://www.thanhniennews.com/politics/vietnam-demands-china-compensate-robbed-fishermen-30972.html
http://tuoitrenews.vn/society/21733/china-vessel-attacks-vietnamese-boat-stealing-assets-off-hoang-sa-boat-owner
http://www.chinadaily.com.cn/china/2014-09/10/content_18577183.htm
http://www.bloomberg.com/news/articles/2014-09-10/vietnam-says-chinese-vessels-attacked-fishermen-near-paracels
http://www.thanhniennews.com/politics/vietnam-demands-china-compensate-robbed-fishermen-30972.html
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-26152-2_25
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-26152-2_25
http://www.soa.gov.cn/xw/hyyw_90/201407/t20140723_33255.html
http://www.malaysiandigest.com/news/576245-china-s-presence-at-luconia-shoals-being-monitored-ismaili.html
https://doi.org/10.7910/DVN/3Y7NRU
https://doi.org/10.7910/DVN/3Y7NRU
https://amti.csis.org/island-tracker/
http://www.soa.gov.cn/xw/hyyw_90/201407/t20140723_33255.html
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International Security, Vol. 45, No. 3 (Winter 
2020/21), pp. 79–121, 
doi.org/10.1162/isec_a_00400. Retrieved from: 
https://doi.org/10.7910/DVN/3Y7NRU 

200 2015 V Paracel
s 

Two speedboats of armed Chinese confronted a Vietnamese fishing 
boat near the Paracel Islands. A Vietnamese fishing vessel, QNg 96093 
TS, was operating near the disputed Paracel Islands when it was 
confronted by an unknown number of Chinese vessels. Two 
speedboats carrying armed Chinese approached and boarded the 
<i>QNg 96093</i>. ;; The Chinese are reported to have stolen the 
fishermen’s catch and destroyed the trawler’s onboard equipment.  
The Vietnam Fisheries Trade Union issued a statement on 1/9/2015 
stating that China should immediately stop such actions that affect the 
safety, life, and property of Vietnamese fishermen. 
Separate incident: Two Chinese vessels chased and confronted a 
Vietnamese fishing vessel, <i>QNg 96372 TS</i>, near the Paracel 
Islands. A Vietnamese fishing vessel, <i>QNg 96372 TS</i>, was 
operating near the Paracel Islands when it was approached by the 
<i>Yuzheng 306</i> and an unidentified Chinese vessel. ;; <i>QNg 
96372 TS</i> was reportedly chased for 2 hours before it was boarded 
by the armed crew of the Chinese ships. The Vietnamese fisherman 
claimed that the Chinese destroyed their fishing equipment and seized 
their catch.  

https://tuoitrenews.vn/society/25301/chinese-
armed-forces-destroy-equipment-steal-
property-from-vietnamese-fishing-boat-report 
(96372??).;; 
https://www.talkvietnam.com/2015/01/two-
more-vietnamese-fishing-boats-attacked-by-
chinese-vessels/.;; 
https://fishermenineastsea.wordpress.com/201
5/01/10/chinese-armed-forces-destroy-
equipment-steal-property-from-vietnamese-
fishing-boat-report/ 
https://www.reuters.com/article/china-
vietnam-south-china-sea/refile-china-sends-
fisheries-vessel-to-disputed-waters-
idUSL4E7K214U20110902.;; 
http://viendongdaily.com/ba-tau-ca-viet-bi-tau-
trung-cong-tan-cong-p8hjNN4U.html 

201 2015 P Scarbo
rough 
Shoal 

Chinese coast guard ships and Philippine fishing vessels were involved 
in a confrontation near Scarborough Shoal, prompting a complaint 
from the Philippines. The Chinese coast guard vessel <i>Haijing 
3412</i> and the Philippine fishing vessels the <i>Barbie</i>, 
<i>Ocean Glory 2</i>, and <i>Ana Marie</i> confronted each other 
near Scarborough Shoal. The details of the confrontation are 
disputed.;; The Philippines claimed that the Chinese coast guard 
intentionally rammed the fishing vessels, while China contends that 
the fishing vessels ignored coast guard warnings and only sustained “a 
slight scratch” during the confrontation.;; The Filipino fishermen also 
claimed that during the incident two Chinese coast guard personnel 
pointed firearms in their direction. The Chinese Foreign Ministry said 
that the Chinese vessels confronted Philippine fishing boats that were 
"illegally positioned" in the shoals off Huangyan Island [Scarborough 
Shoal]. The Philippines sent an official protest note to China over the 
incident, stating that it endangered the lives of the fishermen. 

http://www.dfa.gov.ph/index.php/newsroom/df
a-releases/5337-statement-on-recent-incidents-
in-the-philippines-bajo-de-masinloc;; 
http://interaksyon.com/article/104405/afp-
awaits-report-on-chinese-vessels-ramming-of-
pinoy-fishing-boats-on-panatag-shoal;; 
http://thediplomat.com/2015/02/philippines-
accuses-china-of-ramming-boats-in-south-china-
sea/;; http://www.voanews.com/content/reu-
china-defends-ships-action-in-south-china-
sea/2629934.html;; 
http://www.chinadaily.com.cn/world/2015-
02/06/content_19506695.htm;;http://newsinfo.
inquirer.net/670244/chinese-ships-ram-ph-
fishing-boats#ixzz4J7zXMv5e 
http://interaksyon.com/article/110105/video--
3-pinoy-fishers-hurt-as-china-cg-water-cannons-
them-in-panatag-shoal;; 
http://www.rappler.com/nation/90535-
fishermen-filipino-china;; 
http://www.reuters.com/article/us-
southchinasea-philippines-usa-
idUSKBN0NC0MN20150421;; 
http://www.reuters.com/article/us-
southchinasea-china-philippines-
idUSKBN0ND0XA20150422 

202 2015 P Scarbo
rough 
Shoal 

The Chinese coast guard confronted Philippine fishing vessels near 
Scarborough Shoal. Filipino fishermen on two fishing vessels were 
operating in the waters near Scarborough Shoal.;; The fishermen claim 
that their vessels were boarded by officers from three Chinese coast 
guard ships, who threatened the fishermen at gunpoint, stole the 
fishermen’s catch, and destroyed fishing equipment. China denied 
that the event took place, calling the claim “inconsistent with the 
facts.”  The Philippines’ Ministry of Foreign Affairs filed an official 
diplomatic protest over the incident. 

http://news.abs-cbn.com/global-
filipino/world/04/24/15/china-denies-coast-
guard-robbed-filipino-fishermen;; 
http://globalnation.inquirer.net/121256/philippi
nes-accuses-china-coast-guard-of-armed-
robbery;; 
http://www.chinadaily.com.cn/world/2015-
04/25/content_20537198.htm 

203 2015 P Scarbo
rough 
Shoal 

The Chinese coast guard fired water cannons at Philippine fishing 
vessels near Scarborough Shoal. Filipino fishermen were approaching 
Scarborough Shoal when they were met by three Chinese coast guard 
vessels, including the <i>Haijing 3402</i>.;; The Philippines claimed 
that the coast guard ships fired water cannons and used bullhorns to 
drive away the fishermen.;; The fishermen’s wooden fishing boats 
were damaged in the encounter. In an official statement, the 
Philippines' Foreign Ministry said: “The Department is monitoring 

http://interaksyon.com/article/110105/video--
3-pinoy-fishers-hurt-as-china-cg-water-cannons-
them-in-panatag-shoal;; 
http://www.rappler.com/nation/90535-
fishermen-filipino-china;; 
http://www.reuters.com/article/us-
southchinasea-philippines-usa-
idUSKBN0NC0MN20150421;; 

https://doi.org/10.7910/DVN/3Y7NRU
https://tuoitrenews.vn/society/25301/chinese-armed-forces-destroy-equipment-steal-property-from-vietnamese-fishing-boat-report
https://www.talkvietnam.com/2015/01/two-more-vietnamese-fishing-boats-attacked-by-chinese-vessels/
https://fishermenineastsea.wordpress.com/2015/01/10/chinese-armed-forces-destroy-equipment-steal-property-from-vietnamese-fishing-boat-report/
https://www.reuters.com/article/china-vietnam-south-china-sea/refile-china-sends-fisheries-vessel-to-disputed-waters-idUSL4E7K214U20110902
http://viendongdaily.com/ba-tau-ca-viet-bi-tau-trung-cong-tan-cong-p8hjNN4U.html
http://www.dfa.gov.ph/index.php/newsroom/dfa-releases/5337-statement-on-recent-incidents-in-the-philippines-bajo-de-masinloc
http://interaksyon.com/article/104405/afp-awaits-report-on-chinese-vessels-ramming-of-pinoy-fishing-boats-on-panatag-shoal
http://thediplomat.com/2015/02/philippines-accuses-china-of-ramming-boats-in-south-china-sea/
http://www.voanews.com/content/reu-china-defends-ships-action-in-south-china-sea/2629934.html
http://www.voanews.com/content/reu-china-defends-ships-action-in-south-china-sea/2629934.html
http://www.chinadaily.com.cn/world/2015-02/06/content_19506695.htm
http://www.chinadaily.com.cn/world/2015-02/06/content_19506695.htm
http://newsinfo.inquirer.net/670244/chinese-ships-ram-ph-fishing-boats#ixzz4J7zXMv5e
http://interaksyon.com/article/110105/video--3-pinoy-fishers-hurt-as-china-cg-water-cannons-them-in-panatag-shoal
http://www.rappler.com/nation/90535-fishermen-filipino-china
http://www.reuters.com/article/us-southchinasea-philippines-usa-idUSKBN0NC0MN20150421
http://www.reuters.com/article/us-southchinasea-china-philippines-idUSKBN0ND0XA20150422202
http://www.reuters.com/article/us-southchinasea-china-philippines-idUSKBN0ND0XA20150422202
http://news.abs-cbn.com/global-filipino/world/04/24/15/china-denies-coast-guard-robbed-filipino-fishermen
http://globalnation.inquirer.net/121256/philippines-accuses-china-coast-guard-of-armed-robbery
http://www.chinadaily.com.cn/world/2015-04/25/content_20537198.htm
http://interaksyon.com/article/110105/video--3-pinoy-fishers-hurt-as-china-cg-water-cannons-them-in-panatag-shoal
http://www.rappler.com/nation/90535-fishermen-filipino-china
http://www.reuters.com/article/us-southchinasea-philippines-usa-idUSKBN0NC0MN20150421
http://thediplomat.com/2015/02/philippines-accuses-china-of-ramming-boats-in-south-china-sea/
http://newsinfo.inquirer.net/670244/chinese-ships-ram-ph-fishing-boats#ixzz4J7zXMv5e
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reports on the situation on the ground and reiterates its call for China 
to exercise self-restraint from the conduct of activities that could 
complicate or escalate disputes in the South China Sea and affect 
peace and stability in the region.” The Philippines’ Ministry of Foreign 
Affairs filed an official diplomatic protest over the incident. 

http://www.reuters.com/article/us-
southchinasea-china-philippines-
idUSKBN0ND0XA20150422 

204 2015 P Subi 
Reef, 
Spratly
s 

19 April 2015 Philippine media reported that a Chinese Navy frigate 
ordered a Fokker plane of the Philippine Air Force that was conducting 
maritime patrols to stay away from Subi Reef. The Chinese frigate also 
blinked its lights. The recorded Chinese audio message repeatedly 
stated: “Foreign airplane you are approaching 
my military security area. Please go away quickly in order to avoid 
misjudgment. 

Pham, V. (2016). The Use or Threat of Force in 
the South China Sea Disputes Since 1945: A 
Timeline. In: Fels, E., Vu, TM. (eds) Power Politics 
in Asia’s Contested Waters. Global Power Shift. 
Springer, Cham. https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-
319-26152-2_25 

205 2015 P Spratly
s 

19 April 2015–7 May 2015 Philippine’s Westcom chief Vice Admiral 
Alexander Lopez At accuses China of harassing Philippine air patrols in 
six separate incidents. 

Pham, V. (2016). The Use or Threat of Force in 
the South China Sea Disputes Since 1945: A 
Timeline. In: Fels, E., Vu, TM. (eds) Power Politics 
in Asia’s Contested Waters. Global Power Shift. 
Springer, Cham. https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-
319-26152-2_25 

206 2015 V Paracel
s 

An unidentified Chinese vessel rammed and sank the Vietnamese 
fishing boat, <i>QNg 95959</i>, near the Paracel Islands. An 
unidentified vessel rammed and sank the Vietnamese fishing boat, 
<i>QNg 95959 TS</i>. ;; The incident left the crew of the <i>QNg 
95959 TS</i> stranded. ;; The fishermen were later rescued by a 
second Vietnamese fishing vessel, <i>QNg 94998 TS</i>, and a 
Vietnamese rescue ship, <i>SAR 412</i>.  

https://www.talkvietnam.com/2016/05/vietnam
ese-fishing-boat-sunk-by-chinese-vessel-in-
vietnams-waters/.;; https://congthuong.vn/da-
nang-dua-34-ngu-dan-bi-tau-la-dam-chim-tro-
ve-an-toan-68516.html.;; https://tuoitre.vn/34-
ngu-dan-tau-cau-muc-bi-dam-chim-tro-ve-trong-
nuoc-mat-1096009.htm.;; 
http://www.vinamarine.gov.vn/print.aspx?page
=detail&id=3804.;; 
https://phanxuandung.org/phai-song-de-con-
tro-ve-to-cao-toi-ac-cua-bon-chung.html 

207 2015 V Paracel
s 

"Vietnam has strongly condemned a temporary Chinese ban on fishing 
in the South China Sea, calling the move a violation of its sovereignty, 
as the neighboring countries seek to repair ties damaged by Beijing’s 
deployment of an oil rig to the contested waters a year ago.  
Vietnam’s Foreign Ministry spokesman Le Hai Binh voiced strong 
protest over the fishing ban, saying the act violated the country’s 
jurisdiction over the waters under the 1982 United Nations 
Convention on the Law of the Sea (UNCLOS), according to the state-
run Vietnam News.  "Viet Nam vehemently opposes this void 
decision," Binh said of the ban, which includes the Gulf of Tonkin and 
the disputed Paracel islands.  

https://www.rfa.org/english/news/vietnam/ban
-05182015140858.html 

208 2015 V Paracel
s 

6/7/2015: The Chinese coast guard used water cannons on 
Vietnamese fishermen in the waters near the disputed Paracel Islands. 
Vietnamese fishermen were operating in waters around the Paracel 
Islands when they were approached by the Chinese coast guard.;; 
Vietnamese fishermen said that a Chinese vessel painted white with 
red stripes fired water cannons at their fishing vessel for two hours, 
causing injuries to the crew and damage to their fishing vessels.  
6/10/2015 (separate incident): The Chinese coast guard confronted 
Vietnamese fishermen in the waters near the disputed Paracel Islands. 
Vietnamese fishermen were operating in the waters around the 
Paracel Islands when they were approached by four Chinese coast 
guard vessels, which dispatched two speedboats.;; Chinese officers 
boarded the fishing vessel. The Vietnamese fishermen claimed that 
the Chinese officers damaged their property and stole their catch and 
equipment. 
6/14/2015: The China Coast Guard confronted Vietnamese fisherman 
aboard the <i>QNg 90205 TS</i> near the Paracel Islands. A 
Vietnamese fishing boat, <i>QNg 90205 TS</i>, was operating near the 
Paracel Islands when it was approached by the <i>Haijing 3103</i>. ;; 
The crew of the <i>Haijing 3103</i> boarded the Vietnamese trawler. 
;; The Vietnamese fishermen claimed that members of the China Coast 
Guard assaulted them, damaged their fishing equipment, and seized 
their catch. The Vietnam Fisheries Trade Union released a statement 
strongly opposing any action that threatens the lives and assets of 
Vietnamese fisherman. 
6/17/2015: The Chinese coast guard confronted and rammed a 

http://www.thanhniennews.com/politics/vietna
mese-fishermen-say-robbed-injured-by-chinese-
off-paracels-
46644.html;;https://www.vietnambreakingnews
.com/2015/07/fishermen-blame-chinese-vessel-
for-
attack/;;http://globalnation.inquirer.net/124743
/vietnam-fishermen-attacked-by-chinese-boats-
state-media 
http://en.nhandan.com.vn/politics/external-
relations/item/3427202-vietnam-fisheries-trade-
union-opposes-chinese-acts-of-aggression.html;; 
https://tuoitrenews.vn/news/society/20150711
/chinese-ships-sink-vietnam%E2%80%99s-
fishing-boat-off-hoang-sa-paracels/28524.html;; 
https://en.vietnamplus.vn/vietnam-fisheries-
trade-union-opposes-chinese-acts-of-
aggression/79540.vnp.;; 
http://danlambaovn.blogspot.com/2015/07/thu
oc-my-co-tri-uoc-benh-tau.html.;; 
https://nsvietnam.blogspot.com/2015/07/dan-
tau-hoa-luc-la-chung-toc-thuong-ang.html 
http://vietnamfriendship.com.vn/Fisheries-
trade-union-objects-to-Chinas-attacks-on-
Vietnamese-ship-02-8036.html;;   
https://vietnamnews.vn/society/271996/union-

http://www.reuters.com/article/us-southchinasea-china-philippines-idUSKBN0ND0XA20150422
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-26152-2_25
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-26152-2_25
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-26152-2_25
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-26152-2_25
https://www.talkvietnam.com/2016/05/vietnamese-fishing-boat-sunk-by-chinese-vessel-in-vietnams-waters/
https://congthuong.vn/da-nang-dua-34-ngu-dan-bi-tau-la-dam-chim-tro-ve-an-toan-68516.html
https://congthuong.vn/da-nang-dua-34-ngu-dan-bi-tau-la-dam-chim-tro-ve-an-toan-68516.html
https://tuoitre.vn/34-ngu-dan-tau-cau-muc-bi-dam-chim-tro-ve-trong-nuoc-mat-1096009.htm
https://tuoitre.vn/34-ngu-dan-tau-cau-muc-bi-dam-chim-tro-ve-trong-nuoc-mat-1096009.htm
http://www.vinamarine.gov.vn/print.aspx?page=detail&id=3804
https://phanxuandung.org/phai-song-de-con-tro-ve-to-cao-toi-ac-cua-bon-chung.html
https://www.rfa.org/english/news/vietnam/ban-05182015140858.html
http://www.thanhniennews.com/politics/vietnamese-fishermen-say-robbed-injured-by-chinese-off-paracels-46644.html
https://www.vietnambreakingnews.com/2015/07/fishermen-blame-chinese-vessel-for-attack/
http://globalnation.inquirer.net/124743/vietnam-fishermen-attacked-by-chinese-boats-state-media
http://en.nhandan.com.vn/politics/external-relations/item/3427202-vietnam-fisheries-trade-union-opposes-chinese-acts-of-aggression.html
https://tuoitrenews.vn/news/society/20150711/chinese-ships-sink-vietnam%E2%80%99s-fishing-boat-off-hoang-sa-paracels/28524.html
https://en.vietnamplus.vn/vietnam-fisheries-trade-union-opposes-chinese-acts-of-aggression/79540.vnp
http://danlambaovn.blogspot.com/2015/07/thuoc-my-co-tri-uoc-benh-tau.html
https://nsvietnam.blogspot.com/2015/07/dan-tau-hoa-luc-la-chung-toc-thuong-ang.html
http://vietnamfriendship.com.vn/Fisheries-trade-union-objects-to-Chinas-attacks-on-Vietnamese-ship-02-8036.html
https://vietnamnews.vn/society/271996/union-says-fishermen-attacked-by-chinese.html#c97OLsizmPEZw1Jm.97
https://www.talkvietnam.com/2016/05/vietnamese-fishing-boat-sunk-by-chinese-vessel-in-vietnams-waters/
https://congthuong.vn/da-nang-dua-34-ngu-dan-bi-tau-la-dam-chim-tro-ve-an-toan-68516.html
http://www.thanhniennews.com/politics/vietnamese-fishermen-say-robbed-injured-by-chinese-off-paracels-46644.html
https://www.vietnambreakingnews.com/2015/07/fishermen-blame-chinese-vessel-for-attack/
https://www.vietnambreakingnews.com/2015/07/fishermen-blame-chinese-vessel-for-attack/
http://globalnation.inquirer.net/124743/vietnam-fishermen-attacked-by-chinese-boats-state-media
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Vietnamese fishing boat, <i>QNg 95431 TS</i>, near the disputed 
Paracel Islands. A Vietnamese fishing boat, <i>QNg 95431 TS</i>, was 
operating near the Paracel Islands when two Chinese coast guard 
vessels, <i>Haijing 3103</i> and <i>Haijing 44044</i>, approached. ;; 
The two Chinese vessels rammed the fishing boat. ;; The Chinese then 
boarded the Vietnamese trawler. The Vietnamese fishermen claimed 
that members of the Chinese coast guard assaulted them, damaged 
their property, and seized their catch. The Vietnam Fisheries Trade 
Union released a statement strongly opposing any action that 
threatens the lives and assets of Vietnamese fisherman.  
6/28/2015: A China Coast Guard ship and second unknown Chinese 
vessel confronted a Vietnamese fishing boat near the Paracel Islands. 
A Vietnamese fishing boat, <i>QNg 96093 TS</i>, was operating near 
the Paracel Islands when it was approached by the two Chinese ships. 
;; The two Chinese vessels, <i>Haijing 44044</i> and second unknown 
ship, approached and rammed <i>QNg 96093 TS</i>. ;; The Chinese 
crew then boarded <i>QNg 96093 TS</i>. The Vietnamese fisherman 
claimed that they were assaulted by the Chinese, who also threw the 
fishermen’s equipment overboard and seized their catch.     

says-fishermen-attacked-by-
chinese.html#c97OLsizmPEZw1Jm.97;; 
http://www.thanhniennews.com/politics/chines
e-ships-harass-rob-vietnamese-fishing-boats-
near-paracel-islands-46841.html  
https://vietnamnews.vn/society/272468/trade-
union-slams-chinas-attacks-on-vietnamese-
fishermen.html#g5daSszgljp63jJF.97;; 
http://vietnamposts.net/society/more/227851-
trade-union-slams-chinas-attacks-on-
vietnamese-fishermen.html;; 

209 2015 V Paracel
s 

The Chinese coast guard confronted Vietnamese fishermen in the 
waters near the disputed Paracel Islands. A Vietnamese fishing boat, 
the <i>QNg 96507 TS</i>, was operating near the Paracel Islands when 
three Chinese coast guard vessels, the <i>Haijing 46102</i>, <i>Haijing 
45101</i>, and <i>Haijing 37102</i>, approached the fishing vessel.;; 
Chinese coast guard officers boarded the fishing boat, beat the 
Vietnamese fishermen with electric batons, and seized their catch and 
equipment. The Vietnam Fisheries Trade Union released a statement 
strongly opposing any action that threatens the lives and assets of 
Vietnamese fisherman.  

http://laodong.com.vn/cong-doan/nghiep-doan-
nghe-ca-viet-nam-phan-doi-nhom-tau-trung-
quoc-tan-cong-ngu-dan-viet-nam-
360493.bld;;https://www.vietnambreakingnews.
com/2015/08/fisheries-trade-union-objects-to-
chinas-attacks-on-vietnamese-ship/ 

210 2015 V Spratly
s 

2015, July-Nov: three coercive actions against Vietnamese ships 
around Spratly Islands (Tuoi Tre, “Chinese warship soldiers point 
guns.”) 
7/21/2015: An unknown Chinese vessel fired water cannons and 
rammed two Vietnamese fishing vessels operating near the Spratly 
Islands. Two Vietnamese fishing vessels were operating near the 
Spratly Islands when they were approached by an unknown Chinese 
vessel. ;; The Chinese vessel fired water cannons at the trawlers. ;; The 
Vietnamese fishermen attempted to flee, but they were pursued for 
roughly 30 minutes. ;; The Chinese vessel rammed both fishing boats, 
causing damage to the trawlers.  [CP] 

Tuoi Tre. “Chinese warship soldiers point guns at 
Vietnamese supply boat in Vietnam’s waters.” 
Tuoi Tre, November 27, 2015, at 
http://tuoitrenews.vn/society/31908/chinese-
warship-soldiers-point-guns-at-vietnamese-
supply-boat-in-vietnams-waters  
https://news.usni.org/2015/08/07/report-
chinese-navy-warship-likely-rammed-two-
vietnamese-fishing-vessels  
Chubb, A. (2021). Appendix for 'PRC 
Assertiveness in the South China Sea: Measuring 
Continuity and Change, 1970-2015,' 
International Security, Vol. 45, No. 3 (Winter 
2020/21), pp. 79–121, 
doi.org/10.1162/isec_a_00400. Retrieved from: 
https://doi.org/10.7910/DVN/3Y7NRU 

211 2015 V Cresce
nt 
Group, 
Paracel
s 

A Vietnamese fishing boat was rammed and boarded by the crew of at 
least one Chinese vessel near the disputed Paracel Islands. A 
Vietnamese fishing vessel was anchored in the waters near the Paracel 
Islands while its crew rested at night when a Chinese vessel rammed 
into the side of their boat.;; Five Chinese men boarded the fishing 
vessel, threatened the fishermen with  electric bludgeons and knives, 
and stole navigation equipment and the catch.;; The boat sunk some 
12 hours later. The crew was rescued by another fishing vessel, 
<i>QNg 90440 TS</i>, which later transfered the crew to a third fishing 
vessel, <i>QNg 096697 TS</i>. There is no indication that the Chinese 
ship was owned by the government, but Vietnamese officials 
protested the incident. A Vietnamese official said: “Chinese actions 
against fishermen…have been more aggressive and brutal.” 

http://www.thanhniennews.com/politics/anoth
er-vietnamese-fishing-boat-attacked-by-chinese-
off-paracels-
52400.html;;http://tuoitrenews.vn/politics/3102
4/vietnam-opposes-violent-actions-against-
fishermen-at-
sea;;http://www.southchinaseanewstoday.com/
2015/10/17/chinese-ship-sinks-vietnamese-
fishing-
vessel/;;http://www.presstv.com/Detail/2015/1
0/15/433513/Vietnam-China-fishing-boat-
South-China-Sea-
;;http://www.thejakartapost.com/news/2015/1
0/15/vietnam-accuses-chinese-vessel-sinking-
fishing-boat.html 
https://www.rfa.org/english/news/vietnam/viet
namese-experts-call-for-negotiations-with-
china-over-disputed-islands-
10142015165513.html 

212 2015 V Subi 
Reef, 

A Vietnamese supply vessel was confronted by Chinese coast guard 
and naval vessels near Subi Reef in the disputed Spratly Islands. A 

http://www.thanhniennews.com/politics/chines
e-warship-threatens-vietnamese-vessel-with-

http://www.thanhniennews.com/politics/chinese-ships-harass-rob-vietnamese-fishing-boats-near-paracel-islands-46841.html
https://vietnamnews.vn/society/272468/trade-union-slams-chinas-attacks-on-vietnamese-fishermen.html#g5daSszgljp63jJF.97
http://vietnamposts.net/society/more/227851-trade-union-slams-chinas-attacks-on-vietnamese-fishermen.html
http://laodong.com.vn/cong-doan/nghiep-doan-nghe-ca-viet-nam-phan-doi-nhom-tau-trung-quoc-tan-cong-ngu-dan-viet-nam-360493.bld
https://www.vietnambreakingnews.com/2015/08/fisheries-trade-union-objects-to-chinas-attacks-on-vietnamese-ship/
http://tuoitrenews.vn/society/31908/chinese-warship-soldiers-point-guns-at-vietnamese-supply-boat-in-vietnams-waters
https://news.usni.org/2015/08/07/report-chinese-navy-warship-likely-rammed-two-vietnamese-fishing-vessels
https://doi.org/10.7910/DVN/3Y7NRU
http://www.thanhniennews.com/politics/another-vietnamese-fishing-boat-attacked-by-chinese-off-paracels-52400.html
http://tuoitrenews.vn/politics/31024/vietnam-opposes-violent-actions-against-fishermen-at-sea
http://www.southchinaseanewstoday.com/2015/10/17/chinese-ship-sinks-vietnamese-fishing-vessel/
http://www.presstv.com/Detail/2015/10/15/433513/Vietnam-China-fishing-boat-South-China-Sea-
http://www.thejakartapost.com/news/2015/10/15/vietnam-accuses-chinese-vessel-sinking-fishing-boat.html
https://www.rfa.org/english/news/vietnam/vietnamese-experts-call-for-negotiations-with-china-over-disputed-islands-10142015165513.html
http://www.thanhniennews.com/politics/chinese-warship-threatens-vietnamese-vessel-with-guns-in-east-sea-report-54279.html
https://vietnamnews.vn/society/271996/union-says-fishermen-attacked-by-chinese.html#c97OLsizmPEZw1Jm.97
http://laodong.com.vn/cong-doan/nghiep-doan-nghe-ca-viet-nam-phan-doi-nhom-tau-trung-quoc-tan-cong-ngu-dan-viet-nam-360493.bld
https://www.vietnambreakingnews.com/2015/08/fisheries-trade-union-objects-to-chinas-attacks-on-vietnamese-ship/
http://www.thanhniennews.com/politics/another-vietnamese-fishing-boat-attacked-by-chinese-off-paracels-52400.html
http://tuoitrenews.vn/politics/31024/vietnam-opposes-violent-actions-against-fishermen-at-sea
http://tuoitrenews.vn/politics/31024/vietnam-opposes-violent-actions-against-fishermen-at-sea
http://www.southchinaseanewstoday.com/2015/10/17/chinese-ship-sinks-vietnamese-fishing-vessel/
http://www.southchinaseanewstoday.com/2015/10/17/chinese-ship-sinks-vietnamese-fishing-vessel/
http://www.presstv.com/Detail/2015/10/15/433513/Vietnam-China-fishing-boat-South-China-Sea-
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Spratly
s 

Vietnamese supply vessel, the <i>Hai Dang 05</i>, was operating in 
waters near Subi Reef when two Chinese coast guard vessels, the 
<i>Haijing 35115</i> and <i>Haijing 2305</i>, approached the 
Vietnamese boat and threatened to ram it.;; A Chinese naval vessel, 
the <i>Wanyan Shan 995</i>, repeatedly fired flares towards the 
<i>Hai Dang 05</i> and pointed weapons at the Vietnamese supply 
ship.;; The ships departed without injury to either party. Senior 
Vietnamese officials condemned the incident as “violent and 
provocative.” 
13 November 2015 According to Vietnamese media reports,89 four 
Chinese vessels, including two coast guard ships and a warship, bullied 
and scared away a Vietnamese supply ship close to Subi reef. The 
incident occurred when the Vietnamese vessel was on a supply 
mission to Vietnamese-held islands in the area.  

guns-in-east-sea-report-
54279.html;;http://tuoitrenews.vn/society/3190
8/chinese-warship-soldiers-point-guns-at-
vietnamese-supply-boat-in-vietnams-waters 
Pham, V. (2016). The Use or Threat of Force in 
the South China Sea Disputes Since 1945: A 
Timeline. In: Fels, E., Vu, TM. (eds) Power Politics 
in Asia’s Contested Waters. Global Power Shift. 
Springer, Cham. https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-
319-26152-2_25 

213 2015 V Gulf of 
Tonkin 

An unknown number of unidentified Chinese vessels harassed a 
Vietnamese fishing boat and four Vietnamese maritime surveillance 
vessels in the Gulf of Tonkin. A Vietnamese fishing boat and four 
Vietnamese surveillance boats were operating in the Gulf of Tonkin 
when they were approached by multiple Chinese vessels. ;; The 
Chinese vessels intercepted and harassed the Vietnamese ships. In the 
process, the fishing boat’s onboard equipment was damaged. ;; 
Vietnamese marine police responded to the incident  and drove the 
Chinese boats away.  

https://www.rfa.org/english/news/vietnam/chin
ese-boats-cause-thousands-of-dollars-in-
damage-to-vietnamese-fishermens-nets-
11182015161046.html ;; 
https://foreignpolicyblogs.com/2016/05/13/chi
nese-boats-continue-attacks-vietnamese-fishing-
boats/ 

214 2015 P Spratly
s 

2015: PRC radio voiceovers challenge US, Philippine and Australian 
aircraft, demanding they leave airspace near Spratly artificial islands 
(Tiezzi, “'Nearly all' Australian patrols in South China Sea are 
challenged”). This practice may have begun earlier. (has continued as 
of Jan 2016).  

Tiezzi, Shannon. “'Nearly all' Australian patrols in 
South China Sea are challenged by China.” The 
Diplomat, February 5, 2016, at 
http://thediplomat.com/2016/02/nearly-all-
australian-patrols-in-south-china-sea-are-
challenged-by-china  

215 2015 M Luconi
a 
Shoals 

2015: Malaysian fishers “chased” from Luconia Shoals by Chinese 
ships (Borneo Post, “Chinese Navy bar local fishermen from Luconia 
shoals”). 

Borneo Post. “Chinese Navy bar local fishermen 
from Luconia shoals.” Borneo Post, October 31, 
2015, at 
http://www.theborneopost.com/2015/10/31/ch
inese-navy-bar-local-fishermen-from-luconia-
shoals  

216 2015 BIM
PV 

Spratly
s 

2015: Spratly island building intensifies (AMTI, "Island Tracker"). 
Ongoing through 2018.  
April: Philippines Issues a Protest Over China's Island-Building 

AMTI. “Island Tracker,” Asia Maritime 
Transparency Initiative, n.d., 
https://amti.csis.org/island-tracker/ 
Whaley, F. (2015, Apr 14). Philippines issues a 
protest over china's island-building. New York 
Times (1923-) Retrieved from 
https://www.proquest.com/historical-
newspapers/philippines-issues-protest-over-
chinas-island/docview/2074325261/se-
2?accountid=25333 
Chubb, A. (2021). Appendix for 'PRC 
Assertiveness in the South China Sea: Measuring 
Continuity and Change, 1970-2015,' 
International Security, Vol. 45, No. 3 (Winter 
2020/21), pp. 79–121, 
doi.org/10.1162/isec_a_00400. Retrieved from: 
https://doi.org/10.7910/DVN/3Y7NRU 

217 2016 V Con Co 
Island, 
Gulf of 
Tonkin 

An unidentified Chinese vessel rammed and sank a Vietnamese fishing 
boat, <i>QNg 98459 TS</i>, near the Vietnamese coast. An unknown 
ship flying the Chinese flag rammed a Vietnamese fishing boat, <i>QNg 
98459.</i> ;; The incurred damage sank the <i>QNg 98459,</i> leaving 
the crew of 10 stranded. ;; The Vietnamese fishermen were later 
rescued by the crew of a second Vietnamese fishing boat, <i>QNg 
94429.</i>  Chinese authorities responded by stating that they were 
investigating the case. The Vietnam Fisheries Society opposed the 
actions of the Chinese sailors and described the incident as 
“inhumane.” 

https://foreignpolicyblogs.com/2016/05/13/chi
nese-boats-continue-attacks-vietnamese-fishing-
boats/.;; http://www.asianews.it/news-
en/South-China-Sea:-Vietnamese-fishermen-
attacked-by-Chinese-ships-36319.html.;; 
http://www.thanhniennews.com/politics/chines
e-vessel-sank-fishing-boat-in-vietnamese-
waters-authorities-57731.html.;; 
https://www.nhatbaovanhoa.com/p145a3425/1
4/tau-ca-qng-98459-bi-dam-o-con-co-quang-
tri.;; https://news.zing.vn/am-anh-giua-trung-
khoi-post618169.html 

http://tuoitrenews.vn/society/31908/chinese-warship-soldiers-point-guns-at-vietnamese-supply-boat-in-vietnams-waters
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-26152-2_25
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-26152-2_25
https://www.rfa.org/english/news/vietnam/chinese-boats-cause-thousands-of-dollars-in-damage-to-vietnamese-fishermens-nets-11182015161046.html
https://foreignpolicyblogs.com/2016/05/13/chinese-boats-continue-attacks-vietnamese-fishing-boats/
http://thediplomat.com/2016/02/nearly-all-australian-patrols-in-south-china-sea-are-challenged-by-china
http://www.theborneopost.com/2015/10/31/chinese-navy-bar-local-fishermen-from-luconia-shoals
https://amti.csis.org/island-tracker/
https://www.proquest.com/historical-newspapers/philippines-issues-protest-over-chinas-island/docview/2074325261/se-2?accountid=25333
https://doi.org/10.7910/DVN/3Y7NRU
https://foreignpolicyblogs.com/2016/05/13/chinese-boats-continue-attacks-vietnamese-fishing-boats/
http://www.asianews.it/news-en/South-China-Sea:-Vietnamese-fishermen-attacked-by-Chinese-ships-36319.html
http://www.asianews.it/news-en/South-China-Sea:-Vietnamese-fishermen-attacked-by-Chinese-ships-36319.html
http://www.thanhniennews.com/politics/chinese-vessel-sank-fishing-boat-in-vietnamese-waters-authorities-57731.html
https://www.nhatbaovanhoa.com/p145a3425/14/tau-ca-qng-98459-bi-dam-o-con-co-quang-tri
https://news.zing.vn/am-anh-giua-trung-khoi-post618169.html
https://news.zing.vn/am-anh-giua-trung-khoi-post618169.html
http://www.thanhniennews.com/politics/chinese-warship-threatens-vietnamese-vessel-with-guns-in-east-sea-report-54279.html
http://www.thanhniennews.com/politics/chinese-warship-threatens-vietnamese-vessel-with-guns-in-east-sea-report-54279.html
http://tuoitrenews.vn/society/31908/chinese-warship-soldiers-point-guns-at-vietnamese-supply-boat-in-vietnams-waters
https://foreignpolicyblogs.com/2016/05/13/chinese-boats-continue-attacks-vietnamese-fishing-boats/
https://www.nhatbaovanhoa.com/p145a3425/14/tau-ca-qng-98459-bi-dam-o-con-co-quang-tri
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218 2016 V Fiery 
Cross 
Reef 

"Vietnam issued protests this week after a series of landings by 
Chinese civilian airliners on a runway China built on a newly created 
island in busy South China Sea waters claimed by both communist 
neighbors.  A landing on Thursday marked the third flight to touch 
down on the runway China is building on Fiery Cross Reef. They 
caused Vietnam to launch a protest accusing China is violating 
Vietnam’s sovereignty. 

https://www.rfa.org/english/news/vietnam/viet
nam-china-01082016152748.html 
https://www.rfa.org/english/commentaries/east
-asia-beat/asia-beat-01082016201802.html 

219 2016 V Vietna
m's 
contine
ntal 
shelf 

Vietnam opposed Chinese oil rig moving in disputed waters of the 
overlapped continental shelves 

Ives, M. (2016, Jan 21). Vietnam assails china in 
sea dispute. New York Times (1923-) Retrieved 
from https://www.proquest.com/historical-
newspapers/vietnam-assails-china-sea-
dispute/docview/2309867908/se-
2?accountid=25333 

220 2016 P Half 
Moon 
Shoal, 
Spratly
s 

The Chinese coast guard and navy harassed a Philippine naval supply 
ship near Half Moon Shoal. Philippine Navy cargo vessel <i>BRP 
Laguna</i>, on a troop transport and re-supply mission, was operating 
in the vicinity of Half Moon Shoal in the Spratly Islands.;; Five Chinese 
vessels, including two naval and three coast guard ships, appeared and 
made “hostile maneuvers” against the <i>BRP Laguna</i>. The 
maneuvering began near midnight on February 5th and lasted through 
the dawn hours. 
Meanwhile, a Philippine Navy cargo vessel on troop transport and re-
supply operations in the vicinity of Hasa-hasa (Half Moon) Shoal last 
month was harassed by Chinese naval and maritime surveillance ships. 

http://www.philstar.com/headlines/2016/03/01
/1558230/dfa-chief-china-not-above-
international-law; 
http://www.philstar.com/headlines/2016/03/02
/1558682/china-takes-philippine-atoll; 
http://tankler.com/ph-troop-transport-
harassed-by-chinese-warships-and-helicopters-
4461 

221 2016 BIM
PV 

Paracel
s - 
MILITA
RIZATI
ON 

"Hanoi formally protested China’s reported decision to put an 
antiaircraft battery on a disputed island in the Paracel chain in the 
South China Sea telling Beijing that the move threatens “regional 
peace and security: and violates Vietnam’s sovereignty. 
“These actions seriously infringe Viet Nam's sovereignty over the 
Paracel Archipelago, threaten the regional peace and stability as well 
as security, safety and freedom of navigation and overflight in the East 
Sea,” Foreign Ministry spokesman Le Hai Binh said in a statement 
Friday using Vietnam’s term for the sea. “Viet Nam asks China to 
immediately stop such erroneous actions,” he added. 
The statement said diplomatic notes had been issued to China's 
embassy in Hanoi and to United Nations Secretary General Ban Ki-
moon to protest at Beijing's activities" 
"While reports of the missile battery on Woody Island grabbed 
international attention China has also constructed a military 
helicopter base on Duncan Island. Both issues were mentioned in 
Vietnam’s formal protest. 
Australian Prime Minister Malcolm Turnbull also urged claimants to 
refrain from island-building and militarization in the South China Sea. 
"U.S. Secretary of State John Kerry said on Wednesday that the U.S. 
expects to have "very serious" talks with China about the South China 
Sea. “There is every evidence, every day that there has been an 
increase of militarization of one kind or another. It’s of serious 
concern,” he said. “We’ve had these conversations with the Chinese, 
and I’m confident that over the next days we will have further, very 
serious conversation on this.”" 

https://www.rfa.org/english/news/vietnam/han
oi-lodges-protest-over-beijings-deployments-in-
the-south-china-sea-02192016155743.html 
https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/missile
-moves-raise-political-temperature-in-south-
china-sea-02172016154642.html 
https://www.rfa.org/english/news/vietnam/thre
aten-02252016152156.html 
https://www.rfa.org/english/news/vietnam/thre
aten-02252016152156.html 
https://amti.csis.org/seeing-the-forest-through-
the-sams-on-woody-island/ 
https://amti.csis.org/constructive-year-chinese-
building/ 
https://amti.csis.org/china-lands-first-bomber-
south-china-sea-island/ 
https://amti.csis.org/exercises-bring-new-
weapons-paracels/ 

222 2016 BIM
PV 

Woody 
Island 
(Parace
ls), 
Cuarter
on 
Reef, 
Garven
, 
Hughes
, 
Johnso
n 
South 
reefs 

"Militarization of the islands with surface-to-air missiles on Woody 
Island, radar faciities in Cuarteron Reef, military facilities at Garven, 
Hughes, Johnson South reefs. ANOTHER PIECE OF THE PUZZLE 
PUBLISHED: FEBRUARY 22, 2016 
China’s airstrip construction at Fiery Cross, Mischief, and Subi reefs, 
and more recently developments in the Paracel Islands, have 
dominated the South China Sea discussion. But capabilities being 
developed at its smaller Spratly Island outposts—Gaven, Hughes, 
Johnson South, and especially Cuarteron reefs—will prove equally 
important to Beijing’s long-term strategy. This month’s deployment of 
HQ-9 surface-to-air missiles on Woody Island in the Paracels, while 
notable, does not alter the military balance in the South China Sea." 

https://amti.csis.org/another-piece-of-the-
puzzle/ 
https://amti.csis.org/build-it-and-they-will-
come/ 
https://amti.csis.org/chinas-sam-shelters-
spratlys/ 
https://amti.csis.org/chinas-big-three-near-
completion/ 
https://amti.csis.org/constructive-year-chinese-
building/ 
https://amti.csis.org/comparing-aerial-satellite-
images-chinas-spratly-outposts/ 
https://amti.csis.org/accounting-chinas-
deployments-spratly-islands/ 

https://www.rfa.org/english/news/vietnam/vietnam-china-01082016152748.html
https://www.rfa.org/english/commentaries/east-asia-beat/asia-beat-01082016201802.html
https://www.proquest.com/historical-newspapers/vietnam-assails-china-sea-dispute/docview/2309867908/se-2?accountid=25333
https://www.proquest.com/historical-newspapers/vietnam-assails-china-sea-dispute/docview/2309867908/se-2?accountid=25333
http://www.philstar.com/headlines/2016/03/01/1558230/dfa-chief-china-not-above-international-law
http://www.philstar.com/headlines/2016/03/02/1558682/china-takes-philippine-atoll
http://tankler.com/ph-troop-transport-harassed-by-chinese-warships-and-helicopters-4461
https://www.rfa.org/english/news/vietnam/hanoi-lodges-protest-over-beijings-deployments-in-the-south-china-sea-02192016155743.html
https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/missile-moves-raise-political-temperature-in-south-china-sea-02172016154642.html
https://www.rfa.org/english/news/vietnam/threaten-02252016152156.html
https://www.rfa.org/english/news/vietnam/threaten-02252016152156.html
https://amti.csis.org/seeing-the-forest-through-the-sams-on-woody-island/
https://amti.csis.org/constructive-year-chinese-building/
https://amti.csis.org/china-lands-first-bomber-south-china-sea-island/
https://amti.csis.org/exercises-bring-new-weapons-paracels/
https://amti.csis.org/another-piece-of-the-puzzle/
https://amti.csis.org/build-it-and-they-will-come/
https://amti.csis.org/chinas-sam-shelters-spratlys/
https://amti.csis.org/chinas-big-three-near-completion/
https://amti.csis.org/constructive-year-chinese-building/
https://amti.csis.org/comparing-aerial-satellite-images-chinas-spratly-outposts/
https://amti.csis.org/accounting-chinas-deployments-spratly-islands/


 

   297 

(Spratl
ys).  

223 2016 P Jackso
n Atoll, 
Spratly
s 

The Chinese coast guard prevented Philippine fishing boats from 
entering Jackson Atoll. Starting on February 28th, Chinese naval and 
coast guard vessels chased Filipino fisherman away from Jackson Atoll 
in the Spratly Islands.;; The Chinese vessels prevented the Philippine 
fishing vessels from accessing the fishing areas near the atoll until 
March 2. The Chinese Foreign Ministry claimed that the Chinese fleet 
were in the area to tow a grounded foreign ship. In an official 
statement, the Philippines' Foreign Ministry said: “The Department is 
monitoring reports on the situation on the ground and reiterates its 
call for China to exercise self-restraint from the conduct of activities 
that could complicate or escalate disputes in the South China Sea and 
affect peace and stability in the region.” 

http://www.philstar.com/headlines/2016/03/02
/1558682/china-takes-philippine-
atoll?utm_content=buffere4215&utm_medium=
social&utm_source=twitter.com&utm_campaig
n=buffer;; http://www.reuters.com/article/us-
southchinasea-china-philippines-
idUSKCN0W402A 

224 2016 P Scarbo
rough 
Shoal 

The Chinese coast guard rammed the Philippines' fishing boats in 
order to deny access to Scarborough Shoal. On March 5, three Chinese 
coast guard officers in rubber boats approached Filipino fisherman 
near Scarborough Shoal, and said in English, “This is China coast guard. 
Go back to Subic.”;; After a short hiatus, the coast guard returned and 
rammed the Philippine fishing boat.;; On March 6, the coast guard 
used laser devices and powerful lights to blind the fishermen. The 
Filipinos responded by brandishing knives and harpoons before 
retreating. 

http://globalnation.inquirer.net/137947/chinese
-vessels-ram-ph-fishers-boat-at-panatag;; 
http://www.philstar.com/headlines/2016/03/22
/1565425/china-flexes-muscle-disputed-waters;; 
http://globalnation.inquirer.net/137947/chinese
-vessels-ram-ph-fishers-boat-at-panatag 

225 2016 V Paracel
s 

A Vietnamese fishing boat was boarded by the Chinese coast guard 
near the disputed Paracel Islands. A Vietnamese fishing vessel, the 
<i>QNA 91939</i>, was operating in the waters near the Paracel 
Islands.;; A Chinese coast guard ship, the <i>Haijing 46101</i>, 
boarded the Vietnamese fishing vessel. Coast guard officers seized the 
fishermen’s catch and destroyed equipment. Vietnamese Foreign 
Ministry officials declared that the incident was a violation of 
Vietnam’s sovereignty, and demanded an investigation. 

http://www.bbc.com/vietnamese/vietnam/2016
/03/160309_ship_vietnam_paracels;; 
http://www.bbc.com/vietnamese/vietnam/2016
/03/160309_ship_vietnam_paracels;; 
http://tuoitrenews.vn/society/33619/chinese-
coast-guard-loots-vietnamese-fishing-boat;; 
http://www.datviet.com/viet-nam-phan-doi-
trung-quoc-xay-duong-bang-3-500-m-o-hoang-
sa/ 

226 2016 P Scarbo
rough 
Shoal 

Filipino fishermen were denied access to Scarborough Shoal by the 
Chinese coast guard. Filipino fishermen aboard the <i>Joenel 3</i> 
fished near Scarborough Shoal for eight days within sight of the 
Chinese coast guard.;; A coast guard vessel approached and shouted 
“Filipino, go!” The coast guard vessel approached the fishing vessel 
with blinking lights.;; Conflict erupted when both crews hurled rocks 
and bottles.  

http://www.philstar.com/headlines/2016/03/23
/1565827/fishermen-vow-go-back-panatag;; 
http://www.philstar.com/headlines/2016/03/23
/1565827/fishermen-vow-go-back-panatag;; 
http://www.philstar.com/headlines/2016/03/23
/1565827/fishermen-vow-go-back-panatag;; 
http://newsinfo.inquirer.net/775991/china-to-
ph-fishers-filipino-go 

227 2016 I Natuna 
Islands 

The Chinese coast guard forcibly recovered a fishing boat that had 
been confiscated by Indonesia near the Natuna Islands. An Indonesian 
vessel owned by the Ministry of Marine Affairs and Fisheries 
discovered a Chinese fishing boat, the trawler <i>Kway Fey 10078</i>, 
operating near the Natuna Islands within Indonesia's exclusive 
economic zone.;; The Indonesian vessel fired warning shots to halt the 
<i>Kway Fey 10078</i>. Indonesian personnel boarded the trawler, 
detained its crew, and began to tow the vessel to a base.;; A Chinese 
coast guard vessel rammed the <i>Kway Fey 10078</i> in an attempt 
to free it, while another Chinese coast guard vessel approached the 
scene.;;  Ultimately the <i>Kway Fey 10078</i> was released, but its 
crew remained under detention; the Chinese coast guard vessels 
steered the fishing ship away from Indonesian waters. China denied 
that any Chinese vessels entered Indonesian waters, or that its ships 
were involved in a confrontation. China claimed that the fishing vessel 
was operating in “traditional fishing grounds.” Indonesia’s Maritime 
Ministry summoned the Chinese ambassador to explain the incident. 

https://www.nytimes.com/2016/06/21/world/a
sia/indonesia-south-china-sea-fishing.html; 
http://www.nytimes.com/2016/03/22/world/asi
a/indonesia-south-china-sea-fishing-
boat.html?_r=0;; 
http://jakartaglobe.beritasatu.com/news/indon
esia-summon-chinese-ambassador-standoff-
natuna-islands/; 
https://www.nbr.org/publication/whither-the-
honest-broker-indonesia-and-the-south-china-
sea/; 
http://www.philstar.com/headlines/2016/03/22
/1565425/china-flexes-muscle-disputed-waters 
https://map.nbr.org/interactive/incident-
timeline/ 
https://www.rfa.org/english/commentaries/chin
a-sea-03282016174256.html 

228 2016 P Scarbo
rough 
Shoal 

Filipino fishermen and the Chinese coast guard had a physical 
confrontation near Scarborough Shoal. Filipino fishermen approached 
Scarborough Shoal, and were met by Chinese coast guard forces.;; A 
violent exchange ensued, the details of which are disputed.;; China 
contended that the Philippine fishermen hurled firebombs and 
brandished knives, while the Philippines claimed that Chinese officers 
threw bottles and rammed a fishing vessel with a coast guard ship. 
China's Ministry of Foreign Affairs said that the Philippine fishing 

http://www.reuters.com/article/us-
southchinasea-china-philippines-
idUSKCN0WO0W2;; 
http://cnnphilippines.com/world/2016/03/22/c
hina-philippines-fire-bombs-south-china-
sea.html;; http://www.reuters.com/article/us-
southchinasea-china-philippines-
idUSKCN0WO0W2;; 

http://www.philstar.com/headlines/2016/03/02/1558682/china-takes-philippine-atoll?utm_content=buffere4215&utm_medium=social&utm_source=twitter.com&utm_campaign=buffer
http://www.reuters.com/article/us-southchinasea-china-philippines-idUSKCN0W402A
http://www.reuters.com/article/us-southchinasea-china-philippines-idUSKCN0W402A
http://globalnation.inquirer.net/137947/chinese-vessels-ram-ph-fishers-boat-at-panatag
http://www.philstar.com/headlines/2016/03/22/1565425/china-flexes-muscle-disputed-
http://globalnation.inquirer.net/137947/chinese-vessels-ram-ph-fishers-boat-at-panatag
http://www.bbc.com/vietnamese/vietnam/2016/03/160309_ship_vietnam_paracels
http://www.bbc.com/vietnamese/vietnam/2016/03/160309_ship_vietnam_paracels
http://tuoitrenews.vn/society/33619/chinese-coast-guard-loots-vietnamese-fishing-boat
http://www.datviet.com/viet-nam-phan-doi-trung-quoc-xay-duong-bang-3-500-m-o-hoang-sa/226
http://www.datviet.com/viet-nam-phan-doi-trung-quoc-xay-duong-bang-3-500-m-o-hoang-sa/226
http://www.philstar.com/headlines/2016/03/23/1565827/fishermen-vow-go-back-panatag
http://www.philstar.com/headlines/2016/03/23/1565827/fishermen-vow-go-back-panatag
http://www.philstar.com/headlines/2016/03/23/1565827/fishermen-vow-go-back-panatag
http://newsinfo.inquirer.net/775991/china-to-ph-fishers-filipino-go
https://www.nytimes.com/2016/06/21/world/asia/indonesia-south-china-sea-fishing.html
http://www.nytimes.com/2016/03/22/world/asia/indonesia-south-china-sea-fishing-boat.html?_r=0
http://jakartaglobe.beritasatu.com/news/indonesia-summon-chinese-ambassador-standoff-natuna-islands/
https://www.nbr.org/publication/whither-the-honest-broker-indonesia-and-the-south-china-sea/
http://www.philstar.com/headlines/2016/03/22/1565425/china-flexes-muscle-disputed-waters
https://map.nbr.org/interactive/incident-timeline/
https://www.rfa.org/english/commentaries/china-sea-03282016174256.html
http://www.reuters.com/article/us-southchinasea-china-philippines-idUSKCN0WO0W2
http://cnnphilippines.com/world/2016/03/22/china-philippines-fire-bombs-south-china-sea.html
http://www.reuters.com/article/us-southchinasea-china-philippines-idUSKCN0WO0W2
http://www.reuters.com/article/us-southchinasea-china-philippines-idUSKCN0WO0W2
http://www.philstar.com/headlines/2016/03/02/1558682/china-takes-philippine-atoll?utm_content=buffere4215&utm_medium=social&utm_source=twitter.com&utm_campaign=buffer
http://cnnphilippines.com/world/2016/03/22/china-philippines-fire-bombs-south-china-sea.html
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vessels had "defied" orders to leave Scarborough Shoal, and were 
attempting to provoke a Chinese response.  

http://www.straitstimes.com/asia/china-slams-
philippine-fishermen-fire-bomb-attack-in-south-
china-sea;; 
http://www.straitstimes.com/asia/china-slams-
philippine-fishermen-fire-bomb-attack-in-south-
china-sea 

229 2016 VP Paracel
s, Gulf 
of 
Tonkin, 
Scarbo
rough 
Shoal 

Beijing injected an extra irritant into its long-running dispute with its 
neighbors with the South China Sea as it announced its annual ban on 
fishing in the area and vowed to stop vessels that drop a line into the 
contested waters. China’s move brought a condemnation from 
Vietnamese fishermen on Monday, as their representative said the 
move is illegal and threatens their livelihood. 
“They can apply the ban in their water, not in our water because that 
would violate our law,” said Nguyen Viet Thang, chairman of 
Vietnamese Fishery Association. “We have said before that the ban 
does not have any validity to Vietnamese fishermen,” he told RFA’s 
Vietnamese Service.  
China’s unilateral fishing ban in the South China Sea runs from May 16 
to Aug 1, according to Xinhua News Agency. The ban covers a large 
swath of the water including the Paracel Islands, part of the Gulf of 
Tonkin and Scarborough Shoal.  

https://www.rfa.org/english/news/vietnam/chin
as-fishing-ban-05162016170509.html 

230 2016 P Camigu
in 
Island, 
Spratly
s 

Chinese fishermen operating near the Philippines’ island province of 
Camiguin rammed a Philippine coast guard ship in an attempt to avoid 
arrest. Ten Chinese fishermen on the <i>Lady Luck 020</i> were 
operating close to Camiguin, an island province of the Philippines 
while flying an upside down Philippines flag in a vessel marked 
“Subic.”;; The <i>MCS 3007</i> and <i>MCS 3010</i>, Bureau of 
Fisheries and Aquatic Resources vessels with the Philippines coast 
guard on board, chased the <i>Lady Luck 020</i>.;; The Chinese 
fishermen rammed <i>MCS 3010</i> in an attempt to escape capture. 
The Philippines arrested the fishermen, impounded their vessel, and 
fined them for poaching coral.  

http://www.philstar.com:8080/headlines/2016/
05/27/1587449/10-chinese-fishers-nabbed-
ramming-pcg-bfar-vessel;; 
http://www.mb.com.ph/10-chinese-nationals-
arrested-off-camiguin/;; 
http://www.philstar.com:8080/headlines/2016/
05/27/1587449/10-chinese-fishers-nabbed-
ramming-pcg-bfar-vessel;; 
http://thestandard.com.ph/news/-main-
stories/top-stories/209126/chinese-fishers-pay-
p9m-in-fines.html;; 
http://thestandard.com.ph/news/-main-
stories/top-stories/209126/chinese-fishers-pay-
p9m-in-fines.html 

231 2016 I Natuna 
Islands 

A Chinese coast guard vessel prevented the arrest of a Chinese fishing 
vessel by an Indonesian naval vessel near the Natuna Islands. 
Indonesian warship Imam Bonjol detected twelve Chinese fishing 
vessels near the Natuna Islands, within Indonesia's exclusive economic 
zone.;; The warship fired warning shots at the Chinese fishing boat 
<i>Yueyandong Yu 19038</i>. China claimed that the shots injured a 
Chinese citizen, while Indonesia claimed there were no injuries.;; Two 
Chinese coast guard vessels, the <i>Haijing 3303</i> and <i>Haijing 
2501</i>, attempted to prevent the arrest of the <i>Yueyandong Yu 
19038</i>. With the assistance of three additional warships, Indonesia 
detained the crew. China condemned the use of force against the 
fishermen, claiming they were operating in a “traditional Chinese 
fishing ground.” China also claimed that the shots injured a Chinese 
citizen. Indonesia defended the actions of its navy, and Indonesian 
Rear Admiral A. Taufiq R. disputed China’s claim that the shots injured 
a Chinese fisherman. 

http://www.straitstimes.com/asia/jakarta-
defends-navy-for-firing-at-chinese-boats;; 
http://jakartaglobe.beritasatu.com/news/beijing
-protests-indonesian-warship-fires-chinese-
fishing-boat-injuring-one/;; 
http://www.straitstimes.com/asia/se-
asia/another-chinese-fishing-boat-detained-in-
indonesias-waters-in-south-china-sea-official;; 
http://en.tempo.co/read/news/2016/06/22/055
782122/Defense-Minister-Orders-Warships-
Deployment-to-Natuna;; 
http://en.tempo.co/read/news/2016/06/22/055
782122/Defense-Minister-Orders-Warships-
Deployment-to-Natuna;; 
http://jakartaglobe.beritasatu.com/news/beijing
-protests-indonesian-warship-fires-chinese-
fishing-boat-injuring-one/;; 
http://www.nytimes.com/2016/06/21/world/asi
a/indonesia-south-china-sea-fishing.html?_r=1;; 
http://www.nytimes.com/2016/06/21/world/asi
a/indonesia-south-china-sea-fishing.html?_r=1;; 
http://www.chicagotribune.com/news/sns-wp-
blm-indonesia-3c2e0a02-3797-11e6-af02-
1df55f0c77ff-20160621-story.html 

232 2016 P Scarbo
rough 
Shoal 

Chinese Coast Guard wardedd off Philippine fishing vessel from the 
Scarborough Shoal 

Get Out!' China Menaces a Boat in Disputed 
Waters 
Hernandez, Javier C.  
New York Times (1923-); New York, N.Y. [New 
York, N.Y]. 11 July 2016: A4 

233 2016 V Discov
ery 

Chinese coast guard ships rammed Vietnamese fishing vessels near 
Discovery Reef in the disputed Paracel Islands, prompting a complaint 

https://www.vietnambreakingnews.com/2016/0
7/trade-union-protests-china-sinking-

http://www.straitstimes.com/asia/china-slams-philippine-fishermen-fire-bomb-attack-in-south-china-sea
http://www.straitstimes.com/asia/china-slams-philippine-fishermen-fire-bomb-attack-in-south-china-sea
https://www.rfa.org/english/news/vietnam/chinas-fishing-ban-05162016170509.html
http://www.philstar.com:8080/headlines/2016/05/27/1587449/10-chinese-fishers-nabbed-ramming-pcg-bfar-vessel
http://www.mb.com.ph/10-chinese-nationals-arrested-off-camiguin/
http://www.philstar.com:8080/headlines/2016/05/27/1587449/10-chinese-fishers-nabbed-ramming-pcg-bfar-vessel
http://thestandard.com.ph/news/-main-stories/top-stories/209126/chinese-fishers-pay-p9m-in-fines.html
http://thestandard.com.ph/news/-main-stories/top-stories/209126/chinese-fishers-pay-p9m-in-fines.html
http://www.straitstimes.com/asia/jakarta-defends-navy-for-firing-at-chinese-boats
http://jakartaglobe.beritasatu.com/news/beijing-protests-indonesian-warship-fires-chinese-fishing-boat-injuring-one/
http://www.straitstimes.com/asia/se-asia/another-chinese-fishing-boat-detained-in-indonesias-waters-in-south-china-sea-official
http://en.tempo.co/read/news/2016/06/22/055782122/Defense-Minister-Orders-Warships-Deployment-to-Natuna
http://en.tempo.co/read/news/2016/06/22/055782122/Defense-Minister-Orders-Warships-Deployment-to-Natuna
http://jakartaglobe.beritasatu.com/news/beijing-protests-indonesian-warship-fires-chinese-fishing-boat-injuring-one/
http://www.nytimes.com/2016/06/21/world/asia/indonesia-south-china-sea-fishing.html?_r=1
http://www.nytimes.com/2016/06/21/world/asia/indonesia-south-china-sea-fishing.html?_r=1
http://www.chicagotribune.com/news/sns-wp-blm-indonesia-3c2e0a02-3797-11e6-af02-1df55f0c77ff-20160621-story.html
https://www.vietnambreakingnews.com/2016/07/trade-union-protests-china-sinking-vietnamese-fishing-boat/
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Reef, 
Paracel
s 

from the Vietnamese government. Two Vietnamese fishing boats, the 
<i>QNg 90479 TS</i> and <i>QNg 95001 TS</i>, were operating in 
waters near Discovery Reef in the Paracel Islands.;; Two Chinese coast 
guard vessels, the <i>Haijing 46101</i> and <i>Haijing 35103</i>, 
rammed the ship, sinking it.;; Vietnam claimed that the coast guard 
vessels did not assist in rescuing the stranded fishermen, and may 
have prevented other fishermen from assisting. The Chinese Foreign 
Ministry claimed that China received a search and rescue request from 
Vietnam on July 9th, and that it dispatched the <i>Haijing 45102</i> 
and <i>Nanhaijiu 118</i> to assist in the rescue of a sunken ship. A 
Vietnamese official condemned the Chinese coast guard’s actions: 
“This action is merciless and pitiless, and should be condemned.” 
Vietnam's Foreign Ministry demanded that China compensate the 
fishermen. 

vietnamese-fishing-boat/;; 
http://www.thanhniennews.com/politics/vietna
m-wants-china-to-compensate-for-sinking-
fishing-boat-64186.html;; 
http://www.scmp.com/news/asia/southeast-
asia/article/1988945/vietnam-says-chinese-
coastguard-sank-fishing-boat-disputed;; 
http://www.skynews.com.au/news/world/asiap
acific/2016/07/11/vietnamese-fishing-boat-
sunk-in-south-china-sea.html;; 
http://www.skynews.com.au/news/world/asiap
acific/2016/07/11/vietnamese-fishing-boat-
sunk-in-south-china-sea.html;; 
http://www.thanhniennews.com/politics/vietna
m-wants-china-to-compensate-for-sinking-
fishing-boat-64186.html;; 
http:\www.fmprc.gov.cn\mfa_eng\xwfw_66539
9\s2510_665401\2511_665403\t1380374.shtml 

234 2016 BIM
PV 

South 
China 
Sea  

China patrolled by air force over the disputed islands in the SCS https://www.nytimes.com/2016/07/19/world/a
sia/china-sea-air-patrols.html 

235 2016 V South 
China 
Sea 

Vietnamese Fishing Association Dismisses China’s Threat to Jail 
Fishermen 
A threat issued this week by China to jail foreign fishermen who enter 
disputed areas of the South China Sea prompted the head of an 
influential Vietnamese fishing organization on Thursday to dismiss the 
move and assert that fishermen will continue to work in those waters, 
with his country taking measures against China if necessary. “This 
statement is just like other statements they [the Chinese] have made 
in the past to ban any fishing activities in the South China Sea within a 
certain area and time period,” he said. “Those statements that ban 
fishing activities within their nine-dash line are illegitimate, and 
nobody should acknowledge them.” 

https://www.rfa.org/english/news/vietnam/viet
namese-fishing-association-dismisses-chinas-
threat-to-jail-fishermen-08042016161707.html 

236 2016 V Paracel
s 

A Chinese coast guard vessel repeatedly rammed a Vietnamese fishing 
boat in the Paracel Islands, causing damage to the latter ship. On the 
morning of October 13, the Vietnamese crew of the <i>KH 97850 
TS</i> were fishing near the Paracel Islands when they were 
approached by China Coast Guard vessel <i>Haijing 45103</i>.;; The 
Chinese vessel rammed the fishing boat, chased it from the area, and 
trailed it for several hours before taking photographs and turning 
back.;; That evening, <i>Haijing 45103</i> encountered <i>KH 97850 
TS</i> between the Woody Island and Lincoln Island. The Chinese ship 
then flashed its lights repeatedly rammed the fishing vessel for the 
next 40 minutes. The Vietnamese boat badly damaged. 

http://m.tienphong.vn/xa-hoi/ngu-dan-to-bi-
tau-hai-canh-trung-quoc-dam-o-hoang-sa-
1073900.tpo;;http://baodatviet.vn/chinh-tri-xa-
hoi/tin-tuc-thoi-su/tau-trung-quoc-dam-ngu-
dan-khanh-hoa-40-phut-sinh-tu-
3323214/;;https://tongcucthuysan.gov.vn/portal
s/0/17_11_2016%20ban%20tin%20thuy%20san
%20-
%20tin%20nong.pdf;;http://baomoi.press/tau-
tq-dam-tau-ngu-dan-khanh-hoa-40-phut-sinh-
tu.html;; http://www.nhjd.net/article-4213-
1.html   

237 2016 P Scarbo
rough 
Shoal 

UPDATED: IMAGERY SUGGESTS PHILIPPINE FISHERMEN STILL NOT 
ENTERING SCARBOROUGH SHOAL. PUBLISHED: OCTOBER 27, 2016 
Despite earlier reports, it appears that Filipino fishermen are still not 
fishing inside Scarborough Shoal. New imagery from October 29 
showed a China Coast Guard (CCG) vessel anchored just inside the 
mouth of the lagoon, where it has been for most of the period since 
China seized the shoal in 2012, apparently blocking access. At least 17 
Philippine fishing vessels were present along the exterior of 
Scarborough’s reef. This corroborates reports that Filipino fishermen 
fished “just outside Scarborough’s lagoon” over the last week. There 
were also two Chinese civilian ships in the vicinity. According to the 
Philippine Navy, three other CCG vessels continue to patrol near 
Scarborough. 

https://amti.csis.org/china-scarborough-fishing/ 

238 2016 M Luconi
a Shoal 

TRACKING CHINA’S COAST GUARD OFF BORNEO.  
"Chinese Coast Guard (CCG) vessels maintain a near-constant 
presence at Luconia Shoals off the coast of Malaysia’s Sarawak State. 
That uncomfortable fact does not garner much attention, either in the 

https://amti.csis.org/tracking-chinas-coast-
guard-off-borneo/ 

http://www.thanhniennews.com/politics/vietnam-wants-china-to-compensate-for-sinking-fishing-boat-64186.html
http://www.scmp.com/news/asia/southeast-asia/article/1988945/vietnam-says-chinese-coastguard-sank-fishing-boat-disputed
http://www.skynews.com.au/news/world/asiapacific/2016/07/11/vietnamese-fishing-boat-sunk-in-south-china-sea.html
http://www.skynews.com.au/news/world/asiapacific/2016/07/11/vietnamese-fishing-boat-sunk-in-south-china-sea.html
http://www.thanhniennews.com/politics/vietnam-wants-china-to-compensate-for-sinking-fishing-boat-64186.html
http:\www.fmprc.gov.cn\mfa_eng\xwfw_665399\s2510_665401\2511_665403\t1380374.shtml
https://www.nytimes.com/2016/07/19/world/asia/china-sea-air-patrols.html
https://www.rfa.org/english/news/vietnam/vietnamese-fishing-association-dismisses-chinas-threat-to-jail-fishermen-08042016161707.html
http://m.tienphong.vn/xa-hoi/ngu-dan-to-bi-tau-hai-canh-trung-quoc-dam-o-hoang-sa-1073900.tpo
http://m.tienphong.vn/xa-hoi/ngu-dan-to-bi-tau-hai-canh-trung-quoc-dam-o-hoang-sa-1073900.tpo
http://baodatviet.vn/chinh-tri-xa-hoi/tin-tuc-thoi-su/tau-trung-quoc-dam-ngu-dan-khanh-hoa-40-phut-sinh-tu-3323214/
http://baodatviet.vn/chinh-tri-xa-hoi/tin-tuc-thoi-su/tau-trung-quoc-dam-ngu-dan-khanh-hoa-40-phut-sinh-tu-3323214/
http://baodatviet.vn/chinh-tri-xa-hoi/tin-tuc-thoi-su/tau-trung-quoc-dam-ngu-dan-khanh-hoa-40-phut-sinh-tu-3323214/
https://tongcucthuysan.gov.vn/portals/0/17_11_2016%20ban%20tin%20thuy%20san%20-%20tin%20nong.pdf
http://baomoi.press/tau-tq-dam-tau-ngu-dan-khanh-hoa-40-phut-sinh-tu.html
http://baomoi.press/tau-tq-dam-tau-ngu-dan-khanh-hoa-40-phut-sinh-tu.html
http://www.nhjd.net/article-4213-1.html
http://www.nhjd.net/article-4213-1.html
https://amti.csis.org/china-scarborough-fishing/
https://amti.csis.org/tracking-chinas-coast-guard-off-borneo/
https://www.vietnambreakingnews.com/2016/07/trade-union-protests-china-sinking-vietnamese-fishing-boat/
https://tongcucthuysan.gov.vn/portals/0/17_11_2016%20ban%20tin%20thuy%20san%20-%20tin%20nong.pdf
https://tongcucthuysan.gov.vn/portals/0/17_11_2016%20ban%20tin%20thuy%20san%20-%20tin%20nong.pdf
http://baomoi.press/tau-tq-dam-tau-ngu-dan-khanh-hoa-40-phut-sinh-tu.html
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Malaysian or international press, but it speaks to Beijing’s 
determination to establish administrative control throughout the 
nine-dash line. The reefs, which are divided into the North and South 
Luconia Shoals, are located between the hotly contested Spratly 
Islands to the north and James Shoal, which China often calls its 
southernmost territory, to the south. Like James Shoal, the Luconia 
Shoals are underwater at high-tide, meaning they cannot be claimed 
as territory and constitute part of Malaysia’s continental shelf. 

239 2017 P Union 
Banks 

A Chinese speedboat fired upon a Filipino fishing trawler operating 
near Union Banks in the Spratly Islands. On March 27, 2017, a Filipino 
fishing trawler - <i>Princess Johann</i> - was operating near Union 
Banks in the Spratly Islands when it encountered a Chinese 
speedboat.;;The speedboat, presumably operated by the China Coast 
Guard, fired upon seven times on the trawler.;;According to the 
Philippine government, no one was injured in the incident. In a press 
conference on April 21, Foreign Ministry Spokesperson Lu Kang said he 
did “not know anything about” the incident and noted that all sides 
were “in [the] process of verifying the situation.”  The Department of 
Foreign Affairs is reportedly still in the process of investigating the 
incident. On April 28, President Rodrigo Duterte noted that the 
Filipino fishermen took a considerable risk given the Chinese presence 
in the area. 

http://news.rti.org.tw/news/detail/?recordId=3
39630;;http://m.philstar.com/breakingnews/sho
w/746dfb16b3c50d1ed81ebd962a24a566?t=4a
q1tq8rstgvj5dqe3v53uo1o1;; 
http://www.fmprc.gov.cn/mfa_eng/xwfw_6653
99/s2510_665401/2511_665403/t1455629.shtm
l;; http://news.abs-cbn.com/news/04/20/17/ph-
verifying-reported-chinese-harassment-of-local-
fishers;; 
http://globalnation.inquirer.net/155120/china-
shoos-away-pinoys-spratlys;; 
http://www.philstar.com/headlines/2017/04/23
/1692976/fvr-backs-noy-scs-complaint-vs-china  

240 2017 V Paracel
s 

Chinese officers boarded a Vietnamese fishing boat and destroyed 
equipment, causing more than $6,000 of damage. 

http://www.upi.com/Top_News/World-
News/2017/06/29/Chinese-boats-attack-
Vietnamese-fishermen-in-South-China-
Sea/8561498755312/ 

241 2017 V Cresce
nt 
Group, 
Paracel
s  

Members of the Chinese coast guard boarded a Vietnamese fishing 
boat, released the catch, and destroyed the vessel’s equipment. At 
around 7:00 AM a Vietnamese fishing boat, the <i>QNg 90909 TS</i>, 
was operating near the Crescent Group of the Paracel Islands when it 
was confronted by two Chinese coast guard vessels;;According to the 
Vietnamese Captain Phạm Văn Mãng, “armed and uniformed” Chinese 
personnel boarded his boat and demanded he reroute to Observation 
Bank. Members of the Chinese coast guard were then reported to 
have smashed the boat’s fishing gear, destroyed its oil lines, released 
the fishermen’s catch, and damaged the vessel’s hull. The Chinese also 
allegedly assaulted the Captain Mãng.;;After the Chinese left the area, 
Captain Mãng contacted nearby fisherman Võ Văn Hải (captain of the 
<i>QNg 95779 TS</i>), who assisted with the rescue.  The incident was 
logged by the National Committee for Search and Rescue of Vietnam 
and defense meetings between China and Vietnam were unexpectedly 
cancelled supposedly over “private disagreements over the South 
China Sea” shortly after the incident.  

http://www.newvnnews.com/2017/06/ngu-dan-
bi-tau-trung-quoc-tan-cong-tren-vung-bien-
hoang-sa.html;;http://tv.tuoitre.vn/clip-
nong/20170624/ngu-dan-bi-tau-trung-quoc-tan-
cong-tren-vung-bien-hoang-sa/32178.html;; 
http://tkcn.gov.vn/wps/portal/Home/news/deta
il/!ut/p/z0/fYzLCsIwEAC_psewK0mLHiOI4JPe2lzK
Zk1LrKSWrtXPtyeP3mZgGHBQgUs0x44kDokei9e
uaI42N2gMnq7rcoe2NNvzpdyjLQwcwP0PlkO8j6
Oz4HhIEj4C1cuPXSM9p-
ZGQhnOSU1RQoYTqRTe0w9ULywZau9xwxgU5a
ugjGejqG0XIk2ca9KBAzx7V38B_8YyvQ!!/;; 
http://thediplomat.com/2017/06/nixed-china-
vietnam-meeting-highlights-illusion-of-south-
china-sea-calm/;;https://www.upi.com/Chinese-
boats-attack-Vietnamese-fishermen-in-South-
China-Sea/8561498755312/  

242 2017 V Vietna
m's 
contine
ntal 
shelf- 
Block 
136.03 
(Repsol 
inciden
t 1)  

Repsol says drilling suspended on Vietnam oil block disputed by China 
(Reuters) - Spain’s Repsol said it had suspended oil drilling in a block 
off Vietnam, where the prospecting in South China Sea waters claimed 
by China had infuriated Beijing and brought Chinese pressure on 
Vietnam to stop. 
Tension has been growing between Vietnam and China over energy 
development in the waterway, where extensive Chinese claims are 
challenged by five Southeast Asian countries and disputed by the 
United States. 
“Vietnam’s petroleum-related activities take place in the sea entirely 
under the sovereignty and jurisdiction of Vietnam established in 
accordance with international law,” Vietnamese Foreign Ministry 
spokeswoman Le Thi Thu Hang said. “Vietnam proposes all concerned 
parties to respect the legitimate rights and interests of Vietnam.”  

http://www.bbc.co.uk/news/world-asia-
40493277 
https://foreignpolicy.com/2017/07/31/the-
week-donald-trump-lost-the-south-china-sea/ 
https://www.reuters.com/article/us-
southchinasea-vietnam-idUSKBN1AI27D 
https://thediplomat.com/2020/07/chinas-
pressure-costs-vietnam-1-billion-in-the-south-
china-sea/ 

243 2017 V Paracel
s 

UPDATE: CHINA’S CONTINUING RECLAMATION IN THE PARACELS 
Officials at the 50th ASEAN Foreign Ministers’ Meeting in Manila 
belatedly released a joint communique on August 6 after a protracted 
debate. The document almost didn’t happen because of disagreement 
over references to the South China Sea disputes, with Vietnam leading 
the push for stronger language despite objections from Cambodia and 
the host, the Philippines. In the end, consensus was reached on 

https://amti.csis.org/paracels-beijings-other-
buildup/ 

http://news.rti.org.tw/news/detail/?recordId=339630
http://m.philstar.com/breakingnews/show/746dfb16b3c50d1ed81ebd962a24a566?t=4aq1tq8rstgvj5dqe3v53uo1o1
http://www.fmprc.gov.cn/mfa_eng/xwfw_665399/s2510_665401/2511_665403/t1455629.shtml
http://news.abs-cbn.com/news/04/20/17/ph-verifying-reported-chinese-harassment-of-local-fishers
http://news.abs-cbn.com/news/04/20/17/ph-verifying-reported-chinese-harassment-of-local-fishers
http://globalnation.inquirer.net/155120/china-shoos-away-pinoys-spratlys
http://www.philstar.com/headlines/2017/04/23/1692976/fvr-backs-noy-scs-complaint-vs-china
http://www.upi.com/Top_News/World-News/2017/06/29/Chinese-boats-attack-Vietnamese-fishermen-in-South-China-Sea/8561498755312/
http://www.newvnnews.com/2017/06/ngu-dan-bi-tau-trung-quoc-tan-cong-tren-vung-bien-hoang-sa.html
http://tv.tuoitre.vn/clip-nong/20170624/ngu-dan-bi-tau-trung-quoc-tan-cong-tren-vung-bien-hoang-sa/32178.html
http://tv.tuoitre.vn/clip-nong/20170624/ngu-dan-bi-tau-trung-quoc-tan-cong-tren-vung-bien-hoang-sa/32178.html
http://tkcn.gov.vn/wps/portal/Home/news/detail/!ut/p/z0/fYzLCsIwEAC_psewK0mLHiOI4JPe2lzKZk1LrKSWrtXPtyeP3mZgGHBQgUs0x44kDokei9euaI42N2gMnq7rcoe2NNvzpdyjLQwcwP0PlkO8j6Oz4HhIEj4C1cuPXSM9p-ZGQhnOSU1RQoYTqRTe0w9ULywZau9xwxgU5augjGejqG0XIk2ca9KBAzx7V38B_8YyvQ!!/
http://thediplomat.com/2017/06/nixed-china-vietnam-meeting-highlights-illusion-of-south-china-sea-calm/
https://www.upi.com/Chinese-boats-attack-Vietnamese-fishermen-in-South-China-Sea/8561498755312/
https://www.upi.com/Chinese-boats-attack-Vietnamese-fishermen-in-South-China-Sea/8561498755312/
http://www.bbc.co.uk/news/world-asia-40493277
https://foreignpolicy.com/2017/07/31/the-week-donald-trump-lost-the-south-china-sea/
https://www.reuters.com/article/us-southchinasea-vietnam-idUSKBN1AI27D
https://thediplomat.com/2020/07/chinas-pressure-costs-vietnam-1-billion-in-the-south-china-sea/
https://thediplomat.com/2020/07/chinas-pressure-costs-vietnam-1-billion-in-the-south-china-sea/
http://news.rti.org.tw/news/detail/?recordId=339630
http://m.philstar.com/breakingnews/show/746dfb16b3c50d1ed81ebd962a24a566?t=4aq1tq8rstgvj5dqe3v53uo1o1
http://www.fmprc.gov.cn/mfa_eng/xwfw_665399/s2510_665401/2511_665403/t1455629.shtml
http://www.newvnnews.com/2017/06/ngu-dan-bi-tau-trung-quoc-tan-cong-tren-vung-bien-hoang-sa.html
http://thediplomat.com/2017/06/nixed-china-vietnam-meeting-highlights-illusion-of-south-china-sea-calm/
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language that was considerably stronger than an earlier draft written 
by Manila. Among other changes, it noted “concerns expressed by 
some Ministers on the land reclamations and activities in the area, 
which have eroded trust and confidence…” and “emphasized the 
importance of non-militarisation.” 

244 2017 P Thitu 
Island 

AMTI: CONFIRMING THE CHINESE FLOTILLA NEAR THITU ISLAND 
On August 15, Philippine Congressman Gary Alejano released 
photographs of Chinese vessels, including fishing, coast guard, and 
navy ships, that he claimed had been operating within 1 to 3 nautical 
miles of Philippine-occupied Thitu, or Pag-asa, Island. Citing military 
sources, the congressman said that at least two fishing ships, two 
Chinese naval vessels, and a China Coast Guard ship were operating 
around Thitu by August 12, with others, including at least one more 
navy ship, arriving over the next three days. Thitu is the largest of the 
Philippines’ 10 occupied features in the Spratly Islands and is home to 
more than 100 Filipino civilians. 

https://amti.csis.org/confirming-chinese-flotilla-
near-thitu-island/ 
https://amti.csis.org/philippines-launches-
spratly-repairs/ 
https://amti.csis.org/under-pressure-philippine-
construction-paramilitary-response/ 
https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/upgrad
e-05262021154124.html 

245 2017 P South 
China 
Sea 

Philippines Says China Warned of War in South China Sea 
2017.05.19 
Philippine President Rodrigo Duterte on Friday said China threatened 
him with war if he insisted on enforcing last year’s arbiter’s ruling on 
the South China Sea, a serious claim that comes as Southeast Asian 
nations and Beijing agreed on a framework code of conduct to prevent 
clashes in the sea region. 
Speaking in the southern city of Davao before members of the 
Philippine Coast Guard Auxiliary, Duterte said he had told Beijing 
leader Xi Jinping that he wanted to drill in the disputed area, which is 
believed to sit atop vast mineral deposits. 
“We intend to drill oil there, if it’s yours, well, that’s your view, but my 
view is I can drill the oil, if there is some inside the bowels of the earth 
because it is ours,” Duterte said in a nationally televised speech. 
He said the Chinese leader told him, “We’re friends, we don’t want to 
quarrel with you. We want to maintain the presence of warm 
relationship, but if you force the issue, we’ll go to war.” 

https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/china-
philippines-05192017125320.html 

246 2018 V Vietna
m's 
contine
ntal 
shelf- 
Red 
Emper
or 
project 
(Repsol 
inciden
t 2)  

Vietnam halts South China Sea oil drilling project under pressure 
from Beijing 
HANOI/SINGAPORE (Reuters) - Vietnam has halted an oil drilling 
project in the “Red Emperor” block off its southeastern coast licensed 
to Spanish energy firm Repsol following pressure from China, three 
sources with direct knowledge of the situation told Reuters on Friday. 
It would be the second time in less than a year that Vietnam has had 
to suspend a major oil development in the busy South China Sea 
waterway under pressure from China. 
A source with direct knowledge of the situation said government 
ministries in Vietnam had paused the project while the decision-
making politburo debates whether to suspend or indefinitely 
terminate the contract. 
The decision, which hangs on whether the fees incurred by contract 
cancellation will exceed the cost of resisting Chinese pressure, is on 
hold until the politburo meets, the source said. 

https://www.reuters.com/article/us-
southchinasea-vietnam/vietnam-halts-south-
china-sea-oil-drilling-project-under-pressure-
from-beijing-idUSKBN1GZ0JN?il=0 
https://www.eastasiaforum.org/2018/04/25/chi
nas-intimidation-in-the-south-china-sea-poses-
an-economic-threat-to-vietnam/ 
https://www.worldpoliticsreview.com/articles/2
4506/what-a-nixed-energy-project-reveals-
about-vietnam-s-south-china-sea-calculus 
https://thediplomat.com/2020/07/chinas-
pressure-costs-vietnam-1-billion-in-the-south-
china-sea/ 

247 2018 V Lincoln 
Reef in 
the 
Paracel
s 

Two Chinese coast guard vessels chased a pair of Vietnamese fishing 
boats near Lincoln Reef in the Paracel Islands. The Chinese rammed 
and sank one of the Vietnamese trawlers.  On April 20th, two Chinese 
coast guard vessels, <i>Haijing 45103</i> and <i>Haijing 46001</i>, 
pursued two Vietnamese fishing boats, numbered <i>QNg 90332 
TS</i> and <i>QNg 90592 TS</i>.;; The Chinese rammed the <i>QNg 
90332 TS</i>. Armed members of the Chinese coast guard are then 
reported to have boarded the vessel, where they seized its equipment 
and catch.;; The damage to the <i>QNg 90332 TS</i> caused it to sink. 
After the Chinese vessels departed, the second Vietnamese fishing 
boat, <i>QNg 90592 TS</i>, returned and rescued six fishermen from 
the damaged trawler. Vietnam’s Quang Ngai Province Fishery 
Association sent official letters to Vietnam’s Fishery Association and 
Quang Ngai People’s Committee to protest the incident.  

https://thanhnien.vn/thoi-su/hai-tau-trung-
quoc-dam-chim-tau-ca-quang-ngai-tren-vung-
bien-hoang-sa-954939.html;; 
https://thanhnien.vn/thoi-su/dam-chim-de-doa-
roi-bo-mac-nan-nhan-955856.html;; 
http://dtinews.vn/en/news/017002/56181/six-
fishermen-survive-chinese-vessel-attack.html;; 
https://www.pmnewsnigeria.com/2018/04/23/c
hinese-vessels-accused-of-sinking-vietnamese-
fishing-boat/;; 
https://www.theglobeandmail.com/world/articl
e-chinese-researchers-say-historical-map-
supports-countrys-claim-to/ 

https://amti.csis.org/confirming-chinese-flotilla-near-thitu-island/
https://amti.csis.org/philippines-launches-spratly-repairs/
https://amti.csis.org/under-pressure-philippine-construction-paramilitary-response/
https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/upgrade-05262021154124.html
https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/china-philippines-05192017125320.html
https://www.reuters.com/article/us-southchinasea-vietnam/vietnam-halts-south-china-sea-oil-drilling-project-under-pressure-from-beijing-idUSKBN1GZ0JN?il=0
https://www.eastasiaforum.org/2018/04/25/chinas-intimidation-in-the-south-china-sea-poses-an-economic-threat-to-vietnam/
https://www.worldpoliticsreview.com/articles/24506/what-a-nixed-energy-project-reveals-about-vietnam-s-south-china-sea-calculus
https://thediplomat.com/2020/07/chinas-pressure-costs-vietnam-1-billion-in-the-south-china-sea/
https://thanhnien.vn/thoi-su/hai-tau-trung-quoc-dam-chim-tau-ca-quang-ngai-tren-vung-bien-hoang-sa-954939.html
https://thanhnien.vn/thoi-su/dam-chim-de-doa-roi-bo-mac-nan-nhan-955856.html
http://dtinews.vn/en/news/017002/56181/six-fishermen-survive-chinese-vessel-attack.html
https://www.pmnewsnigeria.com/2018/04/23/chinese-vessels-accused-of-sinking-vietnamese-fishing-boat/
https://www.theglobeandmail.com/world/article-chinese-researchers-say-historical-map-supports-countrys-claim-to/
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248 2018 P Second 
Thoma
s Shoal 

A Philippine Navy ship was harassed by two Chinese vessels while 
conducting a resupply mission to the <i>BRP Sierra Madre</i>, a 
grounded Philippine navy ship at Second Thomas Shoal.  On May 11, 
during a resupply mission to the troops stationed on the <i>BRP Sierra 
Madre</i>, a rubber boat launched by the <i>BRP Benguet</i> was 
harassed by a Chinese coast guard ship (<i>Haijing 3368</i>) and a PLA 
Navy vessel (pennant no. 549).;; The PLA Navy vessel deployed a 
helicopter, which according to reports, flew “dangerously close” to the 
Philippine rubber boat.;; The Philippine Navy personnel on the rubber 
boat were unharmed, but the helicopter hovered some 40-50 feet 
above the ship, enough to spray it with seawater. The Philippine 
government quietly protested the incident. The incident was raised 
during a House of Representatives hearing on May 30 that focused on 
territorial issues in the South China Sea. Representative Gary Alejano 
called on the government to condemn the harassment.  

https://www.washingtonpost.com/world/asia_p
acific/philippines-say-it-protested-china-
harassment-of-navy-
boat/2018/05/30/a2583716-63f1-11e8-81ca-
bb14593acaa6_story.html?utm_term=.cf0be68c
496d;; http://newsinfo.inquirer.net/995974/ph-
forces-harassed-anew-in-ayungin-shoal-says-
lawmaker;; 
https://www.philstar.com/headlines/2018/05/3
0/1820063/chinas-navy-coast-guard-harassed-
filipino-troops-resupply-mission-ayungin-
alejano;; 
http://61.219.29.200/gb/www.cna.com.tw/new
s/aopl/201805300377-1.aspx;; 
http://www.gmanetwork.com/news/news/natio
n/655147/chinese-coast-guard-harassed-
filipino-troops-in-west-phl-sea-anew-alejano-
says/story/;; 
https://www.rappler.com/nation/203720-
chinese-helicopter-harass-rubber-boat-ayungin-
shoal-spratly-islands  

249 2018 P Scarbo
rough 
Shoal 

Reuters: Philippines asks China to stop coast guard from taking 
fishermen's catch in Scarborough. JUNE 11, 2018 
MANILA (Reuters) - The Philippines said on Monday it has asked 
Beijing to stop the Chinese coast guard from taking the catch of 
Filipino fishermen in the disputed Scarborough Shoal, describing such 
actions as unacceptable. 
Local broadcaster GMA News last week aired a report that said 
Chinese coast guard patrols had made a habit of taking the best 
catches from fishermen in the area. 

https://www.reuters.com/article/us-
southchinasea-philippines-china-
idUSKBN1J717Q 

250 2018 P Thitu 
Island 

Manila Undeterred by Chinese Ships Near South China Sea Isle 
The Philippines said Friday it would persevere with construction work 
on a minuscule isle it claims in the South China Sea’s disputed Spratly 
chain, despite reports about a heavy presence of Chinese militia ships 
and forces in the area. 
Runway repairs and projects to improve safety facilities on Pag-asa 
Island were part of the Philippine government’s mandate, Defense 
Secretary Delfin Lorenzana said. 

https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/ships-
02082019142041.html 

251 2018 M Luconi
a 
Shoals 

SIGNALING SOVEREIGNTY: CHINESE PATROLS AT CONTESTED REEFS. 
PUBLISHED: SEPTEMBER 26, 2019 
"AMTI has identified 14 CCG vessels broadcasting automatic 
identification system (AIS) signals while patrolling these features over 
the last year. The vessels patrolling Luconia, Second Thomas, and 
Scarborough most often belong to the Shucha II and Zhaolai classes. 
There was at least one ship broadcasting from Luconia on 258 of the 
last 365 days. 

https://amti.csis.org/signaling-sovereignty-
chinese-patrols-at-contested-reefs/ 

252 2018 P Second 
Thoma
s Shoal, 
and 
Scarbo
rough 
Shoal 

SIGNALING SOVEREIGNTY: CHINESE PATROLS AT CONTESTED REEFS. 
PUBLISHED: SEPTEMBER 26, 2019 
"AMTI has identified 14 CCG vessels broadcasting automatic 
identification system (AIS) signals while patrolling these features over 
the last year. The vessels patrolling Luconia, Second Thomas, and 
Scarborough most often belong to the Shucha II and Zhaolai classes.  
What really sets the vessels patrolling Luconia, Second Thomas, and 
Scarborough apart is that it appears they want to be seen... But those 
patrolling Luconia Shoals, Second Thomas Shoal, and, to a lesser 
degree, Scarborough Shoal appear to broadcast far more frequently. 
At least one was broadcasting at Second Thomas on 215 days, and 
from Scarborough for 162 days. 

https://amti.csis.org/signaling-sovereignty-
chinese-patrols-at-contested-reefs/ 
https://www.philstar.com/headlines/2019/09/1
9/1953204/china-coast-guard-blocked-resupply-
mission-ayungin-shoal-dnd 

253 2018 P Thitu 
Island 

THE LONG PATROL: STAREDOWN AT THITU ISLAND ENTERS ITS 
SIXTEENTH MONTH. PUBLISHED: MARCH 5, 2020 
China has maintained an almost constant militia presence around 
Thitu Island, the largest of the Spratly Islands occupied by the 
Philippines, for over 450 days according to satellite imagery analyzed 
by AMTI. China first deployed militia vessels around Thitu in December 
2018 in response to Philippine efforts to repair the island’s runway 
and undertake other upgrades. Since then, the militia fleet has 

https://amti.csis.org/the-long-patrol-staredown-
at-thitu-island-enters-its-sixteenth-month/ 

https://www.washingtonpost.com/world/asia_pacific/philippines-say-it-protested-china-harassment-of-navy-boat/2018/05/30/a2583716-63f1-11e8-81ca-bb14593acaa6_story.html?utm_term=.cf0be68c496d
http://newsinfo.inquirer.net/995974/ph-forces-harassed-anew-in-ayungin-shoal-says-lawmaker
http://newsinfo.inquirer.net/995974/ph-forces-harassed-anew-in-ayungin-shoal-says-lawmaker
https://www.philstar.com/headlines/2018/05/30/1820063/chinas-navy-coast-guard-harassed-filipino-troops-resupply-mission-ayungin-alejano
http://61.219.29.200/gb/www.cna.com.tw/news/aopl/201805300377-1.aspx
http://www.gmanetwork.com/news/news/nation/655147/chinese-coast-guard-harassed-filipino-troops-in-west-phl-sea-anew-alejano-says/story/
https://www.rappler.com/nation/203720-chinese-helicopter-harass-rubber-boat-ayungin-shoal-spratly-islands
https://www.reuters.com/article/us-southchinasea-philippines-china-idUSKBN1J717Q
https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/ships-02082019142041.html
https://amti.csis.org/signaling-sovereignty-chinese-patrols-at-contested-reefs/
https://amti.csis.org/signaling-sovereignty-chinese-patrols-at-contested-reefs/
https://www.philstar.com/headlines/2019/09/19/1953204/china-coast-guard-blocked-resupply-mission-ayungin-shoal-dnd
https://amti.csis.org/the-long-patrol-staredown-at-thitu-island-enters-its-sixteenth-month/
https://www.washingtonpost.com/world/asia_pacific/philippines-say-it-protested-china-harassment-of-navy-boat/2018/05/30/a2583716-63f1-11e8-81ca-bb14593acaa6_story.html?utm_term=.cf0be68c496d
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fluctuated in size but rarely, if ever, disappeared. As a result, the 
Philippines has made very little progress on its planned upgrades.  

254 2018 V Paracel
s 

Vietnamese fishing boat, <i>QNg 90675</i>,  was operating near the 
Paracel Islands when it was boarded by the Chinese coast guard. The 
<i>QNg 90675</i> was operating in the Paracel Islands when it was 
approached by an unknown China Coast Guard vessel. ;; Members of 
the China Coast Guard boarded the <i>QNg 90675</i> and confiscated 
the fishermen’s catch and damaged their fishing equipment.  

https://www.ft.com/content/fead89da-1a4e-
11e9-9e64-d150b3105d21 

255 2019 P Thitu 
Island 

Philippines Files ‘Diplomatic Protest’ over Chinese Ships in South China 
Sea 
More than 200 Chinese ships have been spotted anchored off the 
Philippine-occupied Pag-asa Island in the South China Sea in 2019, the 
government said Monday while announcing a diplomatic protest had 
been filed. Presidential spokesman Salvador Panelo said at least 275 
Chinese ships were seen anchored near Pag-asa island, a Manila-
controlled area where Filipino troops have been refurbishing facilities 
and repairing its runway. 

https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/philipp
ines-diplomatic-04012019155127.html 
https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/philipp
ines-ships-04042019131828.html 

256 2019 V Discov
ery 
Reef, 
Paracel
s 

A Vietnamese fishing boat, <i>QNg 90819 TS</i>,  was operating near 
Discovery Reef in the Paracel Islands when it was chased by a Chinese 
vessel, <i>Yu Zheng 44101</i>,  which fired water cannons. During the 
pursuit, the <i>QNg 90819 TS</i> crashed into the reef and sunk.  A 
Vietnamese fishing boat was operating in Discovery Reef when it was 
confronted by a Chinese vessel. ;; The Chinese  vessel, <i>Yu Zheng 
44101</i>,  chased and fired water cannons at the fishing trawler. ;; 
During the pursuit, the <i>QNg 90819 TS</i> hit the reef and sunk. The 
Vietnam Fisheries Society issued a statement that China’s action “was 
inhumane and endangered the lives and properties of Vietnamese 
fishermen.” 
In a document issued to the Government Office, the Ministry of 
Foreign Affairs and other governmental institutions, the Vietnam 
Fisheries Society said that China’s action "was inhumane and 
endangered the lives and properties of Vietnamese fishermen." 

https://www.vietnamcolors.net/2019/03/vietna
m-demands-china-compensate-for-sunken-
boat/ 
https://e.vnexpress.net/news/news/vietnam-
fisheries-society-demands-china-compensate-
for-sunken-boat-3897457.html 

257 2019 P Loaita 
Island, 
Loaita 
Cay, 
Spratly
s 

STILL UNDER PRESSURE: MANILA VERSUS THE MILITIA.  
Since early March, Chinese fishing vessels—apparently part of the 
country’s maritime militia force—have been operating near two 
Philippine-held features in the disputed Spratly Islands: Loaita Island 
and Loaita Cay, called Kota and Panata Islands by Filipinos. The 
Philippine press began to report this militia presence in early April, 
prompting the government to say it would protest to Beijing. This 
comes as tensions between the two sides are running high over the 
presence of a larger Chinese flotilla deployed since December 2018 
near Philippine-occupied Thitu Island. Over the last several weeks, 
Philippine officials have issued diplomatic protests and public 
recriminations against Beijing over that deployment, which appears 
aimed at dissuading Manila from continuing modest infrastructure 
upgrades on Thitu. 

https://amti.csis.org/still-under-pressure-
manila-versus-the-militia/ 
https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/us-
philippines-03012019144300.html 

258 2019 M Luconi
a 
Shoals 

Over the course of 17 days, China Coast Guard vessel <i>Haijing 
35111</i> repeatedly harassed Malaysian natural gas drilling rig 
Sapura Esperanza and two supply vessels, the <i>Executive 
Excellence</i> and <i>Executive Courage</i>, that were operating in 
the waters near Luconia Shoals. From May 10 to May 27, <i>Haijing 
35111</i> patrolled Luconia Shoals, including parts of oil and gas block 
SK 308, where the Malaysian drilling rig Sapura Esperanza was 
situated. ;; During this time, <i>Haijing 35111</i> repeatedly harassed 
the Sapura Esperanza by sailing close to the drilling rig and its two 
supply vessels, the <i>Executive Excellence</i> and <i>Executive 
Courage</i>. ;; On May 21, <i>Haijing 35111</i> reportedly came 
within 80 meters of the two Malaysian supply vessels. ;; On May 27, 
<i>Haijing 35111</i> left the area and returned to port in Hainan. No 
official response, but there are reports that the Malaysian Coast 
Guard and Navy have increased patrols of this area. 

https://amti.csis.org/china-risks-flare-up-over-
malaysian-vietnamese-gas-resources/ ;; 
https://twitter.com/CollinSLKoh/status/1145848
094765940736 ;; 
https://www.scmp.com/news/china/diplomacy/
article/3018951/china-blocking-malaysian-and-
vietnamese-oil-and-gas-vessels ;; 
https://www.nst.com.my/opinion/columnists/2
019/07/508330/chinas-rising-maritime-clout ;; 
http://news.dwnews.com/china/news/2019-07-
01/60139486.html 

259 2019 P Reed 
Bank, 

A Chinese vessel, <i>Yuemaobinyu 42212</i>, rammed and sank 
Philippine fishing vessel <i>F/B Gimver 1</i> near Reed Bank on June 

https://www.philstar.com/opinion/2019/06/19/
1927664/beware-propaganda-about-boat-

https://www.ft.com/content/fead89da-1a4e-11e9-9e64-d150b3105d21
https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/philippines-diplomatic-04012019155127.html
https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/philippines-ships-04042019131828.html
https://www.vietnamcolors.net/2019/03/vietnam-demands-china-compensate-for-sunken-boat/
https://e.vnexpress.net/news/news/vietnam-fisheries-society-demands-china-compensate-for-sunken-boat-3897457.html
https://amti.csis.org/still-under-pressure-manila-versus-the-militia/
https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/us-philippines-03012019144300.html
https://amti.csis.org/china-risks-flare-up-over-malaysian-vietnamese-gas-resources/
https://twitter.com/CollinSLKoh/status/1145848094765940736
https://www.scmp.com/news/china/diplomacy/article/3018951/china-blocking-malaysian-and-vietnamese-oil-and-gas-vessels
https://www.nst.com.my/opinion/columnists/2019/07/508330/chinas-rising-maritime-clout
http://news.dwnews.com/china/news/2019-07-01/60139486.html
https://www.philstar.com/opinion/2019/06/19/1927664/beware-propaganda-about-boat-ramming


 

   304 

Spratly
s 

9, 2019. Philippine fishing boat <i>F/B Gim-Ver 1</i> was anchored 
near Reed Bank in the Spratly Islands when it was approached by 
<i>Yuemaobinyu 42212</i>, a steel-hulled vessel reported to be part 
of China’s maritime militia. ;; <i>Yuemaobinyu 42212</i> rammed and 
sank <i>F/B Gim-Ver 1</i>. ;; The incident left 22 Filipino fishermen 
stranded until they were later rescued by a Vietnamese fishing vessel. 
On June 13, the Chinese Foreign Ministry downplayed the incident as 
an “ordinary maritime accident.” Then, on June 14, the Chinese 
Embassy in the Philippines blamed the incident on Filipino fishermen. 
On August 28, an apology letter from the owner of the Chinese ship 
was released. On June 14, the Philippine Department of Foreign 
Affairs filed a diplomatic protest with China. Several officials, including 
President Rodrigo Duterte, also commented on the incident. 

ramming ;; https://amti.csis.org/incident-at-
reed-bank-a-crisis-in-the-philippines-china-
policy/ ;; 
https://www.bloomberg.com/news/articles/201
9-06-15/china-says-no-such-thing-as-hit-and-
run-in-south-china-sea ;; 
https://www.scmp.com/news/asia/southeast-
asia/article/3014310/philippines-lodges-
diplomatic-protest-beijing-over-south ;; 
https://cnnphilippines.com/news/2019/6/15/chi
nese-embassy-reed-bank-fishing-vessel.html ;; 
https://www.pna.gov.ph/articles/1072962 ;; 
https://www.scmp.com/week-
asia/geopolitics/article/3015601/duterte-
coward-filipinos-opinions-president-and-beijing 
;; https://www.rappler.com/nation/234700-
chinese-ship-failed-prevent-sea-collision-final-
coast-guard-marina-report-june-2019 ;; 
https://cnnphilippines.com/news/2019/6/20/ph
ilippines-china-joint-probe-reed-bank-boat-
sinking.html ;; 
https://www.rappler.com/nation/238749-china-
ship-owner-apologizes-philippine-boat-sinking-
recto-bank ;; 
https://www.manilatimes.net/2019/08/29/news
/china-very-sorry-about-boat-ramming-incident-
says-ph-envoy-to-beijing/608004/ ;; 
https://www.rappler.com/nation/233096-
demand-compensation-china-philippine-boat-
sinking-carpio ;; 
https://www.rappler.com/newsbreak/iq/23339
4-timeline-chinese-sinking-filipino-boat-gem-
ver-west-philippine-sea#cxrecs_s ;; 
https://www.rappler.com/nation/238749-china-
ship-owner-apologizes-philippine-boat-sinking-
recto-bank 
https://amti.csis.org/seeking-clues-in-the-case-
of-the-yuemaobinyu-42212/ 

260 2019 V Vietna
m's 
contine
ntal 
shelf, 
Vangua
rd 
Bank  

On June 16, China Coast Guard (CCG) vessel <i>Haijing 35111</i> 
began harassing the Hakuryu 5, a semi-submersible rig, and its support 
ships in Vietnamese oil and gas block 06-01 around Vanguard Bank. 
Several additional vessels from both sides joined the standoff, which 
continued through October 23. On June 16, CCG vessel <i>Haijing 
35111</i> began patrolling oil and gas block 06-01, where it harassed 
<i>Sea Meadow 29</i> and <i>Crest Argus 5</i>, two Vietnamese 
support vessels. ;; On July 2, <i>Haijing 35111</i> escalated the 
situation, passing within 100 meters between the two Vietnamese 
vessels at a high speed. ;; Chinese survey vessel <i>Haiyang Dizhi 8</i> 
arrived in early July to survey the area. It was escorted by four CCG 
vessels. Additional vessels, including the <i>Haijing 3901</i> and 
<i>Qiong Sansha Yu 00114</i>, joined the escort intermittently. ;; On 
July 4, Vietnamese maritime law enforcement vessels <i>KN 468</i> 
and <i>KN 472</i> began shadowing <i>Haiyang Dizhi 8</i>. ;; Over 
the course of the standoff, several CCG ships were deployed in 
succession to maintain the Chinese effort. Several of these ships 
traveled to and from Fiery Cross Reef for resupply. ;; The standoff 
ended on October 23 after Hakuryu 5 departed oil and gas block 06-01 
and <i>Haiyang Dizhi 8</i> and its escorts left the area. China Foreign 
Ministry spokespersons stated on multiple occasions that the 
<i>Haiyang Dizhi 8</i> was operating in waters under China's 
jurisdiction. The Vietnam Ministry of Foreign Affairs officially 
protested the presence of the <i>Haiyang Dizhi 8</i> and its escorts 
within Vietnam's exclusive economic zone. Major General Nguyen 
Minh Hoang stated that, over the course of the standoff, some 50 
Vietnamese and 40 Chinese vessels were involved. 
AMTI: The Chinese survey vessel Haiyang Dizhi 8 along with its coast 

https://amti.csis.org/china-risks-flare-up-over-
malaysian-vietnamese-gas-resources/ ;; 
https://thediplomat.com/2019/07/vietnam-
extends-oil-rig-operations-amid-vanguard-bank-
standoff-with-china/ ;; 
https://www.scmp.com/news/china/diplomacy/
article/3020186/south-china-sea-vietnam-
extends-operation-oil-rig-vanguard ;; 
https://www.reuters.com/article/us-vietnam-
china-southchinasea/vietnam-china-embroiled-
in-south-china-sea-standoff-idUSKCN1UC0MX ;; 
https://www.scmp.com/news/china/diplomacy/
article/3018332/beijing-and-hanoi-stand-over-
chinese-survey-ship-mission ;; 
https://www.straitstimes.com/asia/se-
asia/vietnam-safeguarding-waters-in-reported-
south-china-sea-standoff ;; 
https://www.aljazeera.com/news/2019/07/viet
nam-demands-china-withdraws-vessel-south-
china-sea-190719143019505.html ;; 
https://vnembassy-thehague.mofa.gov.vn/en-
us/News/News/Pages/Statement-of-the-MOFA-
Spokesperson-on-the-violations-of-Viet-
Nam%E2%80%99s-EEZ-and-Continental-shelf-
by-the-Chinese-survey-ship,-Ha.aspx  
https://www.rfa.org/english/news/vietnam/retu
rn-08222019170743.html 
https://www.rfa.org/english/news/vietnam/leav

https://amti.csis.org/incident-at-reed-bank-a-crisis-in-the-philippines-china-policy/
https://amti.csis.org/incident-at-reed-bank-a-crisis-in-the-philippines-china-policy/
https://www.bloomberg.com/news/articles/2019-06-15/china-says-no-such-thing-as-hit-and-run-in-south-china-sea
https://www.scmp.com/news/asia/southeast-asia/article/3014310/philippines-lodges-diplomatic-protest-beijing-over-south
https://cnnphilippines.com/news/2019/6/15/chinese-embassy-reed-bank-fishing-vessel.html
https://www.pna.gov.ph/articles/1072962
https://www.scmp.com/week-asia/geopolitics/article/3015601/duterte-coward-filipinos-opinions-president-and-beijing
https://www.rappler.com/nation/234700-chinese-ship-failed-prevent-sea-collision-final-coast-guard-marina-report-june-2019
https://cnnphilippines.com/news/2019/6/20/philippines-china-joint-probe-reed-bank-boat-sinking.html
https://www.rappler.com/nation/238749-china-ship-owner-apologizes-philippine-boat-sinking-recto-bank
https://www.manilatimes.net/2019/08/29/news/china-very-sorry-about-boat-ramming-incident-says-ph-envoy-to-beijing/608004/
https://www.rappler.com/nation/233096-demand-compensation-china-philippine-boat-sinking-carpio
https://www.rappler.com/newsbreak/iq/233394-timeline-chinese-sinking-filipino-boat-gem-ver-west-philippine-sea#cxrecs_s
https://www.rappler.com/nation/238749-china-ship-owner-apologizes-philippine-boat-sinking-recto-bank
https://amti.csis.org/seeking-clues-in-the-case-of-the-yuemaobinyu-42212/
https://amti.csis.org/china-risks-flare-up-over-malaysian-vietnamese-gas-resources/
https://thediplomat.com/2019/07/vietnam-extends-oil-rig-operations-amid-vanguard-bank-standoff-with-china/
https://www.scmp.com/news/china/diplomacy/article/3020186/south-china-sea-vietnam-extends-operation-oil-rig-vanguard
https://www.reuters.com/article/us-vietnam-china-southchinasea/vietnam-china-embroiled-in-south-china-sea-standoff-idUSKCN1UC0MX
https://www.scmp.com/news/china/diplomacy/article/3018332/beijing-and-hanoi-stand-over-chinese-survey-ship-mission
https://www.straitstimes.com/asia/se-asia/vietnam-safeguarding-waters-in-reported-south-china-sea-standoff
https://www.aljazeera.com/news/2019/07/vietnam-demands-china-withdraws-vessel-south-china-sea-190719143019505.html
https://vnembassy-thehague.mofa.gov.vn/en-us/News/News/Pages/Statement-of-the-MOFA-Spokesperson-on-the-violations-of-Viet-Nam%E2%80%99s-EEZ-and-Continental-shelf-by-the-Chinese-survey-ship,-Ha.aspx
https://www.rfa.org/english/news/vietnam/return-08222019170743.html
https://www.rfa.org/english/news/vietnam/leave-09122019171921.html
https://www.philstar.com/opinion/2019/06/19/1927664/beware-propaganda-about-boat-ramming
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guard and paramilitary escorts left Vietnam’s exclusive economic zone 
on October 23, ending a standoff with Vietnamese ships that began 
more than four months earlier. The de-escalation seems to have been 
in response to the departure a day earlier of the drilling rig Hakuryu 5 
from Vietnam’s oil and gas Block 06-01, which is operated by Russia’s 
Rosneft. 
The standoff began on June 16 when a China Coast Guard (CCG) ship 
started harassing the Hakuryu 5 and the offshore supply vessels 
servicing it. Automatic Identification System (AIS) data shows that 
several CCG ships were deployed in succession to keep up the 
harassment over the course of the standoff, including the 35111, 
45111, 4203, 3308, 5303, and 2305. As ships were relieved, they often 
traveled to the Chinese outpost on Fiery Cross Reef to resupply before 
either joining the escort mission around the Haiyang Dizhi 8 or 
heading back to China. 

e-09122019171921.html 
https://www.rfa.org/english/news/vietnam/vn-
vanguard-bank-china-10032019170619.html 
https://www.rfa.org/english/news/vietnam/chin
a-dispute-10152019175355.html 
https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/usa-
asean-11042019195003.html 
https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/us-
southchinasea-11192019082641.html 
https://www.rfa.org/english/commentaries/viet
nam-vanguard-10222019141147.html 

261 2019 M Sabah 
state 
waters, 
Malays
ia's EEZ 

Malaysian Air Force Stages Live-Fire Missile Exercises in South China 
Sea 
Malaysia’s air force says it is conducting live-fire missile exercises in 
Sabah state and surrounding waters including the South China Sea, 
days after the navy carried out similar exercises that followed Beijing’s 
test-firing of at least one missile in the disputed waterway last month. 
The RMAF “is conducting live-fire missile exercises with air-to-air and 
air-to-surface missiles at Kota Belud’s airspace shooting range,” the air 
force said Thursday.  

https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/missile
-07262019171212.html 

262 2019 P Thitu 
Island 

Philippines Protests Beijing’s Ships Swarming in South China Sea 
Manila has filed a diplomatic protest over reports about Chinese boats 
swarming around territory occupied by the Philippines in the South 
China Sea, the country’s foreign secretary said Wednesday after its 
defense chief accused Beijing of acting like a bully in the disputed 
waterway.  

https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/philipp
ines-ships-07312019164247.html 

263 2019 P Southe
rn 
Philippi
nes, 
Philippi
nes' 
EEZ  

Filipino Official: Beijing’s Warships Sailed through Waters near 
Southern Philippines 
Several Chinese warships sailed through waters off the southern 
Philippines this year without notifying Philippine authorities, Defense 
Secretary Delfin Lorenzana said Thursday, adding that he had 
confronted Beijing’s envoy to Manila this week about the sightings.  

https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/philipp
ines-ship-07252019172826.html 

264 2019 I Natuna 
Islands 

GONE FISHING: TRACKING CHINA’S FLOTILLA FROM BRUNEI TO 
INDONESIA.  
"For several weeks starting in late December, Indonesian media was 
dominated by reports of a flotilla of Chinese fishing and coast guard 
vessels operating without permission in the country’s exclusive 
economic zone (EEZ). The situation strained bilateral relations, 
presented President Joko “Jokowi” Widodo with the first foreign 
policy crisis of his second term, and forced Indonesia to confront the 
uncomfortable fact that it is a party to the South China Sea disputes 
even if it does not claim any contested islands or reefs. But the public 
reporting from Indonesian officials was also contradictory and 
incomplete, leaving the scale and timeline of the standoff unclear.  
Indonesian government vessels responded for the first time on 
December 19. The KN Tanjung Datu, a patrol vessel from the 
Indonesian Maritime Security Agency, or BAKAMLA, steamed out of 
Natuna Besar and patrolled near the fishing fleet before returning to 
port. It headed out again on December 21 and briefly approached the 
Chinese fleet before heading home. At 2,700 tons and carrying only 
small arms, the Tanjung Datu could offer no threat to the CCG ships. 

https://amti.csis.org/gone-fishing-tracking-
chinas-flotilla-from-brunei-to-indonesia/ 
https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/indone
sia-natuna-12302019160748.html 
https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/indone
sia-natuna-01022020165115.html 
https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/indone
sia-natuna-01062020105107.html 
https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/indone
sia-natuna-01062020171056.html 
https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/indone
sia-natuna-01072020170050.html 
https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/indone
sia-natuna-01082020155021.html 

265 2019 P Second 
Thoma
s Shoal, 
Scarbo
rough 
Shoal   

STILL ON THE BEAT: CHINA COAST GUARD PATROLS IN 2020. The 
Covid-19 pandemic has had no discernible effect on the presence of 
the China Coast Guard (CCG) in the South China Sea. An analysis of 
Automatic Identification System (AIS) data collected by MarineTraffic 
demonstrates that Beijing has continued to deploy its coastguard 
around symbolically important features at the edges of the nine-dash 
line on an almost daily basis, just as it did in 2019. That CCG vessels so 
frequently broadcast AIS from these reefs, which are not physically 

https://amti.csis.org/still-on-the-beat-china-
coast-guard-patrols-in-2020/ 

https://www.rfa.org/english/news/vietnam/vn-vanguard-bank-china-10032019170619.html
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https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/philippines-ship-07252019172826.html
https://amti.csis.org/gone-fishing-tracking-chinas-flotilla-from-brunei-to-indonesia/
https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/indonesia-natuna-12302019160748.html
https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/indonesia-natuna-01022020165115.html
https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/indonesia-natuna-01062020105107.html
https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/indonesia-natuna-01062020171056.html
https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/indonesia-natuna-01072020170050.html
https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/indonesia-natuna-01082020155021.html
https://amti.csis.org/still-on-the-beat-china-coast-guard-patrols-in-2020/
https://www.rfa.org/english/news/vietnam/leave-09122019171921.html
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occupied by China, suggests that they want to be seen signaling 
China’s claims. In the 12 months from December 1, 2019 [to 
November 30, 2020], the CCG not only maintained a persistent 
presence at Second Thomas Shoal, Luconia Shoals, and Scarborough 
Shoal, but appears to have increased the frequency of patrols during 
the pandemic. 

266 2019 M Luconi
a 
Shoals 

STILL ON THE BEAT: CHINA COAST GUARD PATROLS IN 2020.  
Southeast Asian claimants largely refrain from deploying law 
enforcement or naval vessels to contest these routine patrols. This 
suggests that China is successfully normalizing its presence. One 
recent exception was Malaysia’s deployment of the patrol vessel KD 
Kelantan to Luconia Shoals on August 29, which appears to have 
encouraged the departure of the 5403, the CCG vessel on station at 
the time. But the effect was only temporary: a Chinese ship returned 
to Luconia in November and is currently harassing oil and gas activity 
in the area.  

https://amti.csis.org/still-on-the-beat-china-
coast-guard-patrols-in-2020/ 

267 2019 MB Malays
ia's EEZ 
and 
Brunei'
s EEZ 

On November 28, CCG 5403 sailed out of port in Hainan Province’s 
Sanya, headed south through the Spratly Islands, and turned east. On 
December 4 it entered the EEZs of Malaysia and then Brunei. The 5403 
is a Zhaolai-class patrol ship and at nearly 5,000 tons it is considerably 
larger than both the coast guard and navy ships that Southeast Asian 
states might deploy to confront it. It joined the CCG 5202, which had 
arrived a day earlier. That ship had left the artificial harbor at China-
occupied Subi Reef on November 29, made a detour into the northern 
reaches of Indonesia’s EEZ on December 1-2, and headed for 
Malaysian waters. 

https://amti.csis.org/gone-fishing-tracking-
chinas-flotilla-from-brunei-to-indonesia/ 

268 2019 M Malays
ia-
Vietna
m Joint 
Define
d Area, 
South 
China 
Sea 

MALAYSIA PICKS A THREE-WAY FIGHT IN THE SOUTH CHINA SEA. 
PUBLISHED: FEBRUARY 21, 2020 
"A months-long standoff over oil and gas operations in the South 
China Sea is playing out between Malaysian, Chinese, and a small 
number of Vietnamese vessels, though all three governments are 
keeping the episode out of the public eye. At issue are two oil and gas 
fields that Malaysia’s state-owned Petronas is exploring on the 
extended continental shelf claimed by both Kuala Lumpur and Hanoi. 
These fields sit within Malaysian oil and gas blocks ND1 and ND2.  
The West Capella, a drillship operated by London-managed Seadrill 
and contracted to Petronas, is at the heart of the standoff. In October 
2019, the West Capella began operating in oil and gas block ND4 off 
the coast of Malaysia’s Sabah State. From December 6 to 9, two CCG 
ships—the Haijing 5202 and 5403—patrolled around the vessel, 
presumably taking time off from escorting a fishing fleet which would 
later provoke a very public standoff with Indonesia. At nearly 5,000 
tons, the Zhaolai-class 5403 is one of the most intimidating ships in 
the CCG arsenal. At 2,700 tons, the Zhaojun-class 5202 is considerably 
smaller but much better armed, sporting a 76-mm cannon. 
On December 21, the West Capella moved to block ND2, exploring an 
oil and gas field called Lala-1. It was operating beyond Malaysia’s 200-
nautical-mile exclusive economic zone in an area which both Malaysia 
and Vietnam claim as part of their extended continental shelves. The 
area also falls within China’s nine-dash line. 

https://amti.csis.org/malaysia-picks-a-three-
way-fight-in-the-south-china-sea/ 
https://amti.csis.org/chinese-survey-ship-
escalates-three-way-standoff/ 
https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/southc
hinasea-survey-04162020164946.html 
https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/southc
hinasea-malaysia-survey-04172020190602.html 
https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/usa-
southchinasea-04212020162136.html 
https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/usa-
southchinasea-04232020181810.html 
https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/southc
hinasea-malaysia-survey-05152020184540.html 
https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/usa-
southchinasea-05082020193853.html 

269 2020 PV Fiery 
Cross 
Reef 

Chinese Search-and-Rescue Vessel Moves to Fiery Cross Reef 
A Chinese rescue ship recently showcased with patriotic zeal in the 
nation’s state media has started operating in and around Fiery Cross 
Reef, a land feature disputed between China, Taiwan, the Philippines, 
and Vietnam in the South China Sea, Radio Free Asia has learned. The 
Nan Hai Jiu 115, according to the Office of Naval Intelligence’s navy 
recognition guide, is operated by China’s Ministry of Transportation, 
and is responsible for rescue and salvage services at sea. 

https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/fierycr
oss-vessel-03042020101146.html 

270 2020 PV Union 
Banks 

Chinese Maritime Militia on the Move in Disputed Spratly Islands 
Annotated map showing the path of five Chinese maritime militia 
ships passing through the Union Banks in the Spratly islands during the 
first three weeks of March 2020. 
A fleet of Chinese ships has been moving this month through the 

https://www.rfa.org/english/news/vietnam/chin
a-spratly-03242020164332.html 

https://amti.csis.org/still-on-the-beat-china-coast-guard-patrols-in-2020/
https://amti.csis.org/gone-fishing-tracking-chinas-flotilla-from-brunei-to-indonesia/
https://amti.csis.org/malaysia-picks-a-three-way-fight-in-the-south-china-sea/
https://amti.csis.org/chinese-survey-ship-escalates-three-way-standoff/
https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/southchinasea-survey-04162020164946.html
https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/southchinasea-malaysia-survey-04172020190602.html
https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/usa-southchinasea-04212020162136.html
https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/usa-southchinasea-04232020181810.html
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https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/fierycross-vessel-03042020101146.html
https://www.rfa.org/english/news/vietnam/china-spratly-03242020164332.html
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Union Banks, a collection of small land features disputed between 
China, Malaysia, the Philippines, Vietnam and Taiwan. Among the 
most significant features in this area are the Chinese-controlled 
Hughes Reef and Johnson Reef, and Vietnam’s Sin Cowe Island and 
Collins Reef. These ships were identified as part of China’s infamous 
maritime militia by the Asia Maritime Transparency Initiative in 
January 2019. 

271 2020 P Half 
Moon 
Shoal, 
Second 
Thosm
as 
Shoal, 
Spratly
s 

China Coast Guard Patrols Near Philippine-Occupied Second Thomas 
Shoal 
A China Coast Guard ship that was deployed during recent pressure 
campaigns in the South China Sea in Malaysian and Indonesian waters 
is now patrolling near land features claimed by the Philippines, ship-
tracking data shows. The deployment of the ship, which has the call-
sign “Chinacoastguard 5302,” near the Philippine-occupied Second 
Thomas Shoal and two other features claimed by Manila underscores 
China’s willingness to press its expansive territorial claims, despite a 
diplomatic détente with the Southeast Asian nation.  

https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/coastg
uard-shoal-04012020192136.html 

272 2020 I Natuna 
Islands 

China Chases Indonesia’s Fishing Fleets, Staking Claim to Sea’s Riches 
Backed by armed Chinese Coast Guard ships, Chinese fishing fleets 
have been raiding the rich waters of the South China Sea that are 
internationally recognized as exclusively Indonesia’s to fish. 
Wary of offending Indonesia’s largest trading partner, Indonesian 
officials have played down incursions by Chinese fishing boats, trying 
to avoid conflict with Beijing over China’s sprawling claims in these 
waters. But with the Chinese presence growing more aggressive, 
fishers in the Natunas are feeling vulnerable. 

https://www.proquest.com/blogs-podcasts-
websites/china-chases-indonesia-s-fishing-
fleets-staking/docview/2384422065/se-
2?accountid=25333 
https://www.nytimes.com/2020/03/31/world/a
sia/Indonesia-south-china-sea-fishing.html 

273 2020 V Woody 
Island, 
Paracel
s 

China Coast Guard vessel <i>Haijing 4301</i> rammed and sank a 
Vietnamese fishing boat, <i>QNG 90617 TS</i>, near Woody Island. 
The fishermen, as well as the crews of two other Vietnamese vessels, 
were detained. <i>Haijing 4301</i> rammed and sank Vietnamese 
fishing boat <i>QNG 90617 TS</i> in the early morning of April 2 near 
Woody Island in the Parcels. ;; Eight fishermen from <i>QNG 90617 
TS</i> were captured by the China Coast Guard. ;; Two additional 
Vietnamese fishing boats in the vicinity were also captured. ;; The 
crews of <i>QNG 90617 TS</i> and the other two Vietnamese boats 
were brought to Woody Island, where they were interrogated by the 
Chinese. ;; The Chinese later released the fishermen after they 
confessed to illegally fishing in Chinese waters. On April 3, Foreign 
Ministry spokeswoman Hua Chunying blamed the incident on the 
Vietnamese fishermen and stated, “The Chinese side has expressed its 
grave concern and strong dissatisfaction to the Vietnamese side over 
this, and demanded that the Vietnamese side earnestly inform its 
fishermen and regulate their fishing activities.” On April 4, Vietnam 
lodged an official protest with China. The Vietnam Foreign Ministry 
stated, “The Chinese vessel committed an act that violated Vietnam’s 
sovereignty over the Hoang Sa archipelago and threatened the lives 
and damaged the property and legitimate interests of Vietnamese 
fishermen.”  
US Condemns Sinking of Vietnam Fishing Vessel by Chinese Coast 
Guard 

https://www.fmprc.gov.cn/mfa_eng/xwfw_665
399/s2510_665401/2511_665403/t1765751.sht
ml ;; 
https://www.scmp.com/news/asia/southeast-
asia/article/3078286/chinese-ship-hits-and-
sinks-vietnamese-fishing-boat-south ;; 
https://www.washingtonexaminer.com/policy/d
efense-national-security/vietnam-charges-china-
with-sinking-one-of-its-fishing-vessels-in-south-
china-sea ;; 
https://www.janes.com/article/95363/hanoi-
accuses-china-coast-guard-vessel-of-ramming-
and-sinking-vietnamese-fishing-boat-near-
woody-island ;; 
https://www.lawfareblog.com/water-wars-
coronavirus-spreads-risk-conflict-around-south-
china-sea ;; 
https://www.scmp.com/news/china/military/art
icle/3078452/china-says-vietnamese-fishing-
boat-rammed-coastguard-ship ;; 
https://www.reuters.com/article/us-vietnam-
china-southchinasea/vietnam-protests-beijings-
sinking-of-south-china-sea-boat-
idUSKBN21M072 ;; https://www.state.gov/prcs-
reported-sinking-of-a-vietnamese-fishing-vessel-
in-the-south-china-sea/ 
https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/vietna
m-southchinasea-04062020154618.html 
https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/philipp
ines-vietnam-04082020200828.html 

274 2020 P Scarbo
rough 
Shoal 

China Sends Coast Guard Ship to Scarborough Shoal 
China has deployed a patrol vessel from its Coast Guard to the 
Scarborough Shoal, the latest salvo in its sustained pressure campaign 
against Philippine-claimed features in the disputed South China Sea, 
ship-tracking data shows. 
The China Coast Guard (CCG) ship 3302 was at Scarborough Shoal as 
of Wednesday, Radio Free Asia can confirm. It left the port of Sanya, 
Hainan province, China, on Sunday.  

https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/coastg
uard-scarborough-04092020200905.html 

https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/coastguard-shoal-04012020192136.html
https://www.proquest.com/blogs-podcasts-websites/china-chases-indonesia-s-fishing-fleets-staking/docview/2384422065/se-2?accountid=25333
https://www.nytimes.com/2020/03/31/world/asia/Indonesia-south-china-sea-fishing.html
https://www.fmprc.gov.cn/mfa_eng/xwfw_665399/s2510_665401/2511_665403/t1765751.shtml
https://www.scmp.com/news/asia/southeast-asia/article/3078286/chinese-ship-hits-and-sinks-vietnamese-fishing-boat-south
https://www.washingtonexaminer.com/policy/defense-national-security/vietnam-charges-china-with-sinking-one-of-its-fishing-vessels-in-south-china-sea
https://www.janes.com/article/95363/hanoi-accuses-china-coast-guard-vessel-of-ramming-and-sinking-vietnamese-fishing-boat-near-woody-island
https://www.lawfareblog.com/water-wars-coronavirus-spreads-risk-conflict-around-south-china-sea
https://www.scmp.com/news/china/military/article/3078452/china-says-vietnamese-fishing-boat-rammed-coastguard-ship
https://www.reuters.com/article/us-vietnam-china-southchinasea/vietnam-protests-beijings-sinking-of-south-china-sea-boat-idUSKBN21M072
https://www.state.gov/prcs-reported-sinking-of-a-vietnamese-fishing-vessel-in-the-south-china-sea/
https://www.state.gov/prcs-reported-sinking-of-a-vietnamese-fishing-vessel-in-the-south-china-sea/
https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/vietnam-southchinasea-04062020154618.html
https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/philippines-vietnam-04082020200828.html
https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/coastguard-scarborough-04092020200905.html
https://www.reuters.com/article/us-vietnam-china-southchinasea/vietnam-protests-beijings-sinking-of-south-china-sea-boat-idUSKBN21M072
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Its deployment means CCG ships are currently patrolling nearly all of 
the ‘hotspots’ disputed between China and the Philippines in the 
South China Sea.  

275 2020 V Vietna
m's 
contine
ntal 
shelf, 
92 
nautica
l miles 
off the 
coast 
of 
Vietna
m’s 
Binh 
Dinh 
provinc
e 

China Sends Survey Vessel into Vietnamese Waters 
China has sent a survey vessel involved in a standoff with Vietnam last 
year back into that nation’s exclusive economic zone this month, 
vessel-tracking data shows, in a move likely to fuel tensions between 
the two countries over their rival claims in the South China Sea. 
Vietnamese vessels are closely trailing the survey vessel, which is 
accompanied by a host of China Coast Guard (CCG) ships. The 
deployment comes less than two weeks after a Vietnamese fishing 
boat sank in a confrontation with a CCG ship near the disputed Paracel 
Islands, which prompted international criticism of Beijing. As of 
Tuesday morning local time, the fleet was about 92 nautical miles off 
the coast of Vietnam’s Binh Dinh province, well within that nation’s 
200 nautical mile exclusive economic zone. They were also 
accompanied by two Chinese maritime militia ships, the 
Dongtongxiao00235 and the Min Xia Yu 00013. 

https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/vietna
m-southchinasea-04142020155153.html 

276 2020 V Paracel
s 

Small China Islets in South China Sea Show Signs of New Construction 
Although they receive less attention than China’s biggest artificial 
islands, construction continues apace on its smaller outposts built 
atop tiny islets in the South China Sea, satellite imagery shows. 
The work pales in comparison to the binge in Chinese land reclamation 
and construction between 2014 and 2017, when Beijing established its 
major bases on disputed features in the Paracel and Spratly 
archipelagoes. 

https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/southc
hinasea-artificial-11052020175409.html 

277 2020 PV Paracel
s, 
Spratly
s 

China Ups Ante in South China Sea With New Place Names, 
Administrative Districts 

Beijing says Fiery Cross will now serve as an administrative district 
center overseeing the disputed Spratly Islands. 
China has upped the ante amid rising tensions in the South China Sea 
by declaring two new administrative districts for the contested region 
and releasing a new map naming all the islands and reefs it claims. 
Vietnam, which claims both the Paracels and the Spratlys, immediately 
condemned the announcement of the two new districts by China, 
calling it a serious violation of its sovereignty. 
Manila Rejects China’s Designation of Two New Sea Districts 
The Philippines on Thursday “strongly” protested China’s creation of 
two districts in the disputed South China Sea, saying Beijing’s move 
violated the Southeast Asian nation’s territorial sovereignty. 

https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/southc
hinasea-names-04202020180723.html 
https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/phils-
southchinasea-04302020201415.html 

278 2020 P Spratly
s 

Philippines Files Diplomatic Protests against Beijing’s Moves in South 
China Sea 
The Philippines filed two diplomatic protests against Beijing on 
Wednesday, saying it violated international law through recent actions 
in the South China Sea, including by declaring parts of the disputed 
waters as Chinese districts, according to Manila’s top envoy. The 
protests were delivered to the Chinese Embassy in Manila after office 
hours, Philippine Foreign Secretary Teodoro Locsin Jr. said. 
They were for the “pointing of a radar gun at a Philippine Navy ship in 
PH waters” and for “declaring parts of the Philippine territory as part 
of Hainan province,” Locsin posted on Twitter. He said both actions 
constituted “violations of international law and Philippine 
sovereignty.” 

https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/philipp
ines-southchinasea-04222020194420.html 
https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/philipp
ines-southchinasea-04282020185403.html 

279 2020 PV South 
China 
Sea 

Vietnamese, Philippine Fishermen Protest China’s Fishing Ban in SCS 
Fishermen’s associations in Vietnam and the Philippines protested 
Monday China’s annual summer fishing ban in the South China Sea 
and called for their national governments to oppose it, amid the 

https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/scs-
fishing-05042020194837.html 
https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/vietna
m-southchinasea-05122020184639.html 

https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/vietnam-southchinasea-04142020155153.html
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https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/vietnam-southchinasea-05122020184639.html
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threat of strict enforcement by the China Coast Guard. 
“Vietnamese fishermen have complete rights to fish in waters under 
their sovereignty,” the Vietnam Fisheries’ Society said in a statement 
posted to its website that was reported by Vietnamese state media. It 
added that the ban also violates Vietnam’s sovereignty over the 
Paracel Islands and international law. 

280 2020 PV Fiery 
Cross 
Reef 

China’s Naval Aviation Force Shows up at Fiery Cross Reef 
Chinese military aircraft have been sighted once again at its largest 
base in the disputed Spratly islands, suggesting that People’s 
Liberation Army Navy Air Force may be starting to use it as a base of 
operations, according to Jane’s. 
The reported presence of the PLANAF at Fiery Cross Reef is the latest 
sign of China’s efforts to assert control over the South China Sea from 
the bases it finished building atop reefs and rocks in 2016. It comes 
amid a slew of Chinese actions at sea and administrative measures 
that appear intended to reinforce Beijing’s sweeping maritime claims.” 

https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/airforc
e-southchinasea-05132020173249.html 

281 2020 P Scarbo
rough 
Shoal 

China Coast Guard Increases Presence at Scarborough Shoal 
The China Coast Guard deployed three ships to the Scarborough Shoal 
on Tuesday, days after China announced a ban on fishing there and at 
other disputed parts of the South China Sea, ship-tracking software 
shows. 
Scarborough Shoal is contested by China and the Philippines. While it 
is not uncommon for China Coast Guard (CCG) ships to patrol near 
disputed islands and reefs, the simultaneous presence of three CCG 
ships at one location often coincides with a more intense pressure 
campaign or providing an escort for another Chinese mission at sea. 

https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/coastg
uard-scarborough-05052020185039.html 

282 2020 V Paracel
s 

China Marine Corps on Show in the South China Sea 
Amid the recent muscle-flexing in the disputed South China Sea, one 
maritime drill went largely unnoticed that could be an important 
harbinger of China’s strategic thinking, and how its forces could 
project power across heavily contested waters. 
It involved the People’s Liberation Army Marine Corps -- an arm of the 
Chinese military that is growing fast as the PLA develops expeditionary 
forces that can operate further from China’s shores. 

https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/southc
hinasea-marines-05152020135655.html 

283 2020 P Scarbo
rough 
Shoal 

Manila lodged a diplomatic protest against Beijing over its coast 
guard’s confiscation of Philippine fishing gear from a disputed South 
China Sea shoal, the foreign office said, in its third bilateral complaint 
this year about Chinese actions in the waterway. 
The Philippine Department of Foreign Affairs said it objected to “radio 
challenges” sent by Chinese air controllers to Philippine planes 
patrolling the region as well as to the seizure of the equipment from 
Scarborough Shoal, a Chinese-occupied reef claimed by both 
countries. The shoal sits in the middle of a prime fishing ground and is 
within the Philippines exclusive economic zone (EEZ). 

https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/protes
t-08212020151519.html 

284 2020 V Paracel
s 

China Works On Undersea Cables Between Paracel Island Outposts 
[Vietnam protested.] 
China lays cables under the South China Sea; Vietnam objects 
A Chinese ship appears to be laying undersea cables between Chinese 
outposts in the disputed Paracel Islands, vessel tracking software and 
satellite imagery shows. Experts say the cables will likely have military 
uses and could potentially strengthen China’s ability to detect 
submarines. 

https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/unders
ea-paracels-06082020190921.html 
https://www.rfa.org/english/news/vietnam/obj
ects-06112020164738.html\ 

285 2020 V Union 
Bank 

Vietnamese coast guard enters disputed area 
Meanwhile, RFA and BenarNews have detected that a Vietnamese 
coastguard vessel has entered the Union Banks, an area in the Spratlys 
that hosts four Vietnamese and two Chinese-occupied military 
outposts. 
The coastguard vessel, identifiable as the CSB-8005 on vessel-tracking 
software and spotted on satellite imagery, entered the area on June 4 
and is currently patrolling nearby the Vietnamese outpost on Sinh Ton 
Dong/Sin Cowe East Island. It appears likely that the Vietnamese 
coastguard ship was sent to scare off Chinese maritime militia vessels. 

https://www.rfa.org/english/news/vietnam/obj
ects-06112020164738.html 
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https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/coastguard-scarborough-05052020185039.html
https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/southchinasea-marines-05152020135655.html
https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/protest-08212020151519.html
https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/undersea-paracels-06082020190921.html
https://www.rfa.org/english/news/vietnam/objects-06112020164738.html
https://www.rfa.org/english/news/vietnam/objects-06112020164738.html
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There has been a near-continuous presence of the maritime militia in 
the Union Banks area since March. 

286 2020 V Paracel
s 

China Rams Vietnamese Fishing Vessel Near Paracel Islands 
A Chinese ship rammed a Vietnamese fishing boat operating in the 
Paracel Islands, Vietnamese state media reported Friday, in what may 
be the first case of China enforcing its unilateral fishing ban in parts of 
the South China Sea against vessels of another nation. 
Tuoi Tre (Youth) newspaper reported that Wednesday’s incident 
happened near Lincoln Island, a rock in the Paracels that is occupied 
by China but claimed by both China and Vietnam. 
The boat’s captain told Vietnamese authorities in central Quang Ngai 
province that a Chinese ship numbered 4006 chased and then 
rammed his boat, forcing all of its 16 crew to jump overboard. 

https://www.rfa.org/english/news/vietnam/fishi
ng-06122020192908.html 

287 2020 V Paracel
s 

China Reclaims Land, Fortifies Coast of South China Sea Island Base to 
Prevent Erosion 
China has reclaimed more land on Woody Island, its main outpost in 
the northern part of the South China Sea, and is fortifying the island’s 
coast against erosion, according to new satellite imagery and Chinese 
government documents seen by Radio Free Asia. 
This effort points to China’s commitment to securing its island bases 
against the extreme environmental conditions of the South China Sea, 
where its sweeping territorial and maritime claims are disputed by its 
neighbors. 

https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/southc
hinasea-woody-01212021155023.html 
https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/data-
03242021175333.html 

288 2020 V Vietna
m's 
contine
ntal 
shelf 

Chinese Survey Vessel Venturing Near Vietnam’s EEZ 
A Chinese government-owned survey vessel appears to have been 
sent into Vietnam’s exclusive economic zone, vessel-tracking data 
shows, in a move that could stir more tensions in the South China Sea. 
Two separate vessel-tracking tools showed the Hai Yang Di Zhi 4 
traveling towards Vietnamese waters on Sunday, passing by the 
Chinese military base at Fiery Cross Reef in the Spratly Islands. It was 
last detected Tuesday morning, just within 200 nautical miles of 
Vietnam’s coast and roughly 182 nautical miles from the Vietnamese 
island of Phú Quý. On June 17, the survey ship was approximately 147 
nautical miles from Vietnam’s coast – that’s more than 50 nautical 
miles within its exclusive economic zone. By Monday [June 22], 
however, the Hai Yang 4 had left Vietnam’s EEZ, and it was unclear 
whether it will continue with a survey. 

https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/vietna
m-survey-06162020160415.html 
https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/southc
hinasea-survey-06232020111709.html 

289 2020 V Vietna
m's 
contine
ntal 
shelf 

Prior to this new CCG deployment at Vanguard Bank, China sent a 
survey vessel, the Hai Yang Di Zhi 4, into Vietnam’s exclusive economic 
zone on June 30 – in a spot roughly 165 nautical miles northeast of 
where the CCG 5402 is now. That incursion prompted a response by a 
U.S. naval ship, the USS Gabrielle Giffords, and a Vietnamese 
coastguard vessel. 
The U.S. Navy published a photo of both vessels near the Hai Yang Di 
Zhi 4 on July 1. The U.S. and Vietnamese presence may have deterred 
the Chinese vessel from commencing any survey within Vietnamese 
waters, as the Hai Yang Di Zhi 4 departed and is back in its home port 
in China’s Guangdong province as of July 4. 
Vietnam’s government has yet to comment publicly on the presence 
of the 5402. Last week it criticized a Chinese military exercise further 
north near the Paracel Islands, which it also disputes with China, and 
stated survey vessels from other countries needed to seek permission 
before operating in Vietnamese waters – a reaction to the Hai Yang Di 
Zhi 4 incident. 

https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/vietna
m-southchinasea-07072020183440.html 
https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/usa-
southchinasea-07022020194749.html 

290 2020 V Paracel
s 

China Launches Naval Exercise in South China Sea 
China kicked off naval exercises in the contested South China Sea on 
Wednesday, showcasing its ability to storm and seize islands with 
coast guard and navy ships, according to analysts and satellite 
imagery. 
The Maritime Safety Administration (MSA) of China’s Hainan province 
announced on Saturday that a naval exercise would take place in a 
broad swath in and around the disputed Paracel Islands from July 1-5, 

https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/exercis
e-southchinasea-07012020194330.html 
https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/vietna
m-southchinasea-07072020183440.html 
https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/vietna
m-philippines-southchinasea-
07022020153654.html 
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https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/vietnam-philippines-southchinasea-07022020153654.html
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and prohibited ship traffic in the area during that time. Chinese state-
run media reported that the drill was under way as of Wednesday. 

291 2020 V Vietna
m's 
contine
ntal 
shelf, 
Vangua
rd 
Bank  

STILL ON THE BEAT: CHINA COAST GUARD PATROLS IN 2020.  

An analysis of Automatic Identification System (AIS) data collected by 
MarineTraffic demonstrates that Beijing has continued to deploy its 
coastguard around symbolically important features at the edges of the 
nine-dash line on an almost daily basis, just as it did in 2019. That CCG 
vessels so frequently broadcast AIS from these reefs, which are not 
physically occupied by China, suggests that they want to be seen 
signaling China’s claims. 
But there has been one noteworthy addition to the regular CCG patrol 
route since July of this year: Vanguard Bank off Vietnam’s southeast 
coast. A CCG ship was broadcasting AIS from Vanguard on 137 of the 
153 days between July 1 and December 1. The submerged bank is near 
the site of a months-long standoff between China and Vietnam over 
oil and gas drilling in 2019. It had gone quiet until CCG vessels began 
persistent patrols in July. That coincides with Hanoi’s decision to 
cancel planned drilling in Block 06-01—the site of the 2019 standoff. 

https://amti.csis.org/still-on-the-beat-china-
coast-guard-patrols-in-2020/ 
https://thediplomat.com/2020/07/chinas-
pressure-costs-vietnam-1-billion-in-the-south-
china-sea/ 
https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/vietna
m-southchinasea-07072020183440.html 
https://www.rfa.org/english/news/vietnam/oil-
china-07132020173206.html 
https://www.rfa.org/english/usa-southchinasea-
07212020182515.html 

292 2020 P Scarbo
rough 
Shoal, 
Philippi
nes' 
EEZ 

Vessel-tracking data and satellite imagery show that a vessel in service 
with China’s geological survey agency, the Hai Yang Di Zhi 12, was 
conducting a survey within 50 nautical miles of Scarborough Shoal as 
of Tuesday, and a China Coast Guard (CCG) that arrived at 
Scarborough Shoal on Monday was patrolling that feature, which is 
claimed by the Philippines. 
Two other Chinese survey vessels, the Shiyan-1 and the Shen Kuo, 
have intruded into the Philippines’ exclusive economic zone (EEZ) in 
recent weeks. The Shiyan-1 entered the Philippines’ EEZ on July 6 and 
is now in the middle of a survey covering the northern South China 
Sea and Macclesfield Bank area. The Shen Kuo was within 80 nautical 
miles of the Philippine coast on Tuesday, but left Philippine waters 
Wednesday. 

https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/philipp
ines-southchinasea-07222020160542.html 

293 2020 V Paracel
s 

Chinese Coastguard Ship Douses Vietnam Fishing Boat in South China 
Sea Clash 
The incident occurred on July 8 near the Paracel Islands, an island 
chain in the South China Sea claimed by both Vietnam and China. 

https://www.rfa.org/english/video?v=1_4m103
2ej 

294 2020 V Paracel
s 

Eight Chinese Fighter Jets Show up at Woody Island in the South China 
Sea. 
US Declares China Maritime Claims Illegal; China Deploys Fighter Jets 
Eight Chinese fighter jets were visible Friday at its key military base in 
the disputed Paracel Islands, as two U.S. aircraft carriers performed 
their second exercise in the South China Sea in two weeks amid 
mounting tensions between Washington and Beijing. 
Satellite imagery reviewed by RFA showed the Chinese planes on the 
runway at Woody Island. At least four of them appeared to be J-11Bs, 
which are fighter jets in service with the People’s Liberation Army Air 
Force (PLAAF) and Naval Aviation Force (PLANAF).The other four 
appear similar to and fit the dimensions of the JH-7, an anti-ship 
fighter-bomber in service with the PLAAF and PLANAF as well. 

https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/woody
-jets-07172020145710.html 

295 2020 M Malays
ia's 
EEZ, off 
the 
coast 
of 
Sabah 

Meanwhile, another survey ship, the Shen Kuo was roughly 100 
nautical miles off the coast of Sabah, Malaysia, on Tuesday morning, 
data shows, and about 80 nautical miles from the coast of the 
Philippines. That ship is a deep-sea scientific research vessel owned 
and operated by Shanghai-based Rainbow Fish Ocean Technology Co., 
Ltd. 

https://www.rfa.org/english/usa-southchinasea-
07212020182515.html 

296 2020 PV Subi 
Reef, 
Mischi
ef, 
Spratly
s 

China Warships, Fighter Jets Deployed in Spratly Islands 
Pompeo makes flurry of calls to SE Asia in diplomatic push on South 
China Sea 
China has deployed warships and sent fighter jets on a long-haul flight 
to bases it occupies in the disputed Spratly island chain, according to 

https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/spratly
s-jets-08032020192013.html 

https://amti.csis.org/still-on-the-beat-china-coast-guard-patrols-in-2020/
https://thediplomat.com/2020/07/chinas-pressure-costs-vietnam-1-billion-in-the-south-china-sea/
https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/vietnam-southchinasea-07072020183440.html
https://www.rfa.org/english/news/vietnam/oil-china-07132020173206.html
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https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/philippines-southchinasea-07222020160542.html
https://www.rfa.org/english/video?v=1_4m1032ej
https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/woody-jets-07172020145710.html
https://www.rfa.org/english/usa-southchinasea-07212020182515.html
https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/spratlys-jets-08032020192013.html
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satellite imagery and state media, in the latest show of Chinese 
military strength in the South China Sea. 

297 2020 P Reed 
Bank, 
Spratly
s 

Chinese Vessels Maintain Presence in Philippine-claimed Waters in 
South China Sea 
Two Chinese survey ships were spotted at a Philippine-claimed feature 
in the South China Sea last week while Beijing’s coast-guard has 
maintained a presence in the disputed waters through rotations, the 
Filipino navy chief said Monday, adding his forces were under orders 
to avoid confrontation. 
The survey ships explored for about one week near Reed Bank, an 
area within Manila’s exclusive economic zone, Vice Admiral Giovanni 
Carlo Bacordo told the Foreign Correspondents’ Association of the 
Philippines (FOCAP). 

https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/philipp
ines-southchinasea-08102020213955.html 

298 2020 V Paracel
s, 
Spratly
s 

China’s military is holding three separate naval exercises and live-fire 
drills simultaneously this week, with one of them covering parts of the 
South China Sea disputed between China, Taiwan, and Vietnam.  The 
Maritime Safety Administration of Hainan, China’s southernmost 
province, released a notice late Friday stating a military exercise would 
be held in an area of the Paracel Islands from Aug. 24 through Aug. 29. 
It warned outside vessels to steer 5 nautical miles (9 kilometers) clear 
of the drill area but otherwise gave no details. 
Vietnam on Wednesday criticized previous naval exercises China held 
in the Paracels, and demanded China halt its activity. Foreign Ministry 
Spokesperson Le Thi Thu Hang said China’s action “complicates the 
situation” in what Vietnam calls the East Sea. She said it was 
“unfavorable” for the long-running negotiations between China and 
Southeast Asia on establishing a Code of Conduct to maintain peace 
and stability in those waters. 
The United States on Thursday accused China of further destabilizing 
the situation in the South China Sea after it test-fired ballistic missiles 
near the disputed Paracel Islands, in what an analyst called an 
apparent demonstration of China’s ability to hit ships in the open 
ocean. 

https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/drills-
08242020201748.html 
https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/usa-
missile-08272020175803.html 
https://www.nytimes.com/2020/08/27/world/a
sia/missiles-south-china-sea.html 

299 2020 I Natuna 
Islands 

Indonesia said on Monday that it had protested to Beijing about the 
intrusion of a Chinese coast guard ship in its exclusive economic zone 
off the Natuna Islands, as ship tracking data seen by BenarNews, an 
RFA-affiliated online news service, revealed a Chinese fishing fleet 
entered the area around the same time. 
While the coast guard vessel left the area on Monday, ship-tracking 
data showed the fishing fleet less than 130 nautical miles from Natuna 
Besar, and less than 90 nautical miles from Laut Island, in Indonesia’s 
Natuna regency, at around 11 pm local time. An Indonesian patrol ship 
spotted China Coast Guard ship 5204 on Saturday and asked it to 
leave, Indonesia’s maritime agency Bakamla said. It did not mention 
sighting a Chinese fishing fleet. 
Foreign Ministry spokesman Teuku Faizasyah said that Jakarta in its 
protest to the Chinese Embassy emphasized that it rejects China’s so-
called Nine-Dash Line, which Beijing uses to demarcate its claims in 
the South China Sea. The Natuna Islands lie in the southern reaches of 
the sea, an area that Indonesia calls the Natuna Sea. 

https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/presen
ce-09142020201551.html 

300 2020 P Scarbo
rough 
Shoal, 
Second 
Thoma
s Shoal, 
Half 
Moon 
Shoal, 
Mischi
ef Reef 
Spratly
s 

The most recent occupier is the CCG ship Zhong Guo Hai Jian 71, which 
entered Scarborough’s lagoon on Sept. 20 and remained there until 
Oct. 14, the last day ship-tracking data shows any foreign ships. 
The shoal is a triangle of sand in Philippine waters known for its 
abundance of giant clams. China began occupying the area in 2012 
during a stand-off with the Philippines that would prompt Manila to 
file a landmark tribunal case that found against China’s claim to 
“historic rights” over virtually all of the South China Sea in 2016. 
South of Scarborough Shoal, CCG ships have also been sitting close to 
Second Thomas Shoal since late September. It’s a feature also claimed 
by the Philippine that sits only 105 nautical miles from the Philippine 
island of Palawan. 

https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/southc
hinasea-lurking-10262020174503.html 

https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/philippines-southchinasea-08102020213955.html
https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/drills-08242020201748.html
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https://www.nytimes.com/2020/08/27/world/asia/missiles-south-china-sea.html
https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/presence-09142020201551.html
https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/southchinasea-lurking-10262020174503.html
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301 2020 M The 
southe
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coast 
of 
Johor 
state, 
Malays
ia's EEZ 

The Chinese fishing boats and 60 crew that were intercepted by the 
Malaysian Maritime Enforcement Agency on Friday were detected in 
territorial waters off Tanjung Setapa, on the southeastern coast of 
Johor state, MMEA officials said. 
Malaysian maritime authorities are very serious in ensuring that 
country’s waters are always protected, and will not compromise with 
any party that violates the law, an official with the agency said in a 
statement issued on Saturday. 
On Monday, BenarNews, an RFA-affiliated online news service, called 
the Chinese Embassy in Kuala Lumpur for a statement, but it declined 
to comment on Wang’s visit or the detained Chinese fishermen. 

https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/visits-
10122020193908.html 

302 2020 V Vietna
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70 
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e on 
Tuesda
y 

China has sent a survey ship with a coastguard escort into Vietnamese 
waters of the South China Sea, ship tracking data show. 
Vietnam has yet to react publicly to the deployment, but it comes at a 
diplomatically sensitive time. 
The new prime minister of Japan is set to visit Vietnam next week, and 
the Nikkei newspaper reported Wednesday that Japan is planning to 
sell defense equipment to Vietnam – a move that is likely to be 
strongly opposed by China, which views Japan as a strategic rival. 
The data shows five ships operated by Vietnam’s Fisheries Resources 
Surveillance – a maritime law enforcement agency separate from 
that country’s coastguard – appear to have monitored both the CCG 
and Shiyan-1 survey vessel as they traveled into Vietnam’s exclusive 
economic zone, or EEZ. A country’s EEZ extends 200 nautical miles 
beyond their coastlines and provides them certain resource rights to 
the waters there. 

https://www.rfa.org/english/news/vietnam/surv
ey-10142020172026.html 

303 2020 M Luconi
a 
Shoals 

CHINA AND MALAYSIA IN ANOTHER STAREDOWN OVER OFFSHORE 
DRILLING. PUBLISHED: NOVEMBER 25, 2020 
The China Coast Guard (CCG) and Royal Malaysian Navy (RMN) are 
involved in another standoff over hydrocarbon exploration in the 
South China Sea. China Coast Guard ship 5402 harassed a drilling rig 
and its supply ships operating just 44 nautical miles from Malaysia’s 
Sarawak State on November 19. Malaysia deployed a naval vessel in 
response, which continues to tail the 5402. The incident seems to 
have followed two weeks of increasing tensions between the CCG and 
RMN in the area. An analysis of AIS data from Marine Traffic and 
satellite imagery from Planet Labs reveals this high-stakes game of 
chicken that would otherwise have remained under the radar. 

https://amti.csis.org/china-and-malaysia-in-
another-staredown-over-offshore-drilling/ 
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RFA: Philippines Calls on China toStop Harassing Coast GuardShips.  
The Philippines on Monday accused Chinese ships ofharassing its coast 
guard in the South China Sea, withManila calling it a “blatant 
infringement’ of sovereigntyand the foreign secretary using profanity 
to demand thatBeijing withdraw vessels from his country’s 
exclusiveeconomic zone. 
Between Jan. 1 and March 18, Philippine maritimepatrols had spotted 
“hundreds of Chinese vessels” inparts of the South China Sea that 
Manila claims asterritory, including Pag-asa, Subi and Loaita 
islands,Lankiam Cay, Second Thomas Shoal, Jackson Atoll 
andScarborough Shoal, the Department of Foreign Affairssaid in a 
statement. 
“China has no law enforcement rights in these areas. The presence 
ofChinese Coast Guard vessels in the Philippines’ territorial waters 
ofPag-asa islands and Bajo de Masinloc and exclusive economic 
zoneraises serious concern. The unauthorized and lingering presence 
ofthese vessels is a blatant infringement of Philippine sovereignty.” 

https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/ships-
05032021151232.html 

305 2021 I Natuna 
Islands 

Indonesian Coast Guard Intercepts, Escorts Chinese Survey Ship From 
EEZ 
Indonesia intercepted a Chinese survey ship that had been sailing near 
its islands with an on-board tracking system turned off, prompting the 
coast guard to escort the boat out of the country’s exclusive economic 
zone, officials said Thursday. 

https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/interce
pts-01142021164838.html 
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306 2021 BIM
PV 

South 
China 
Sea 

Philippines Protests Beijing's New Law for Coast Guard in South 
China Sea 
 
The Philippines has filed a diplomatic protest against the Chinese 
government after Beijing passed a new law giving its coast guard 
authority to fire upon foreign vessels in the contested South China 
Sea, Manila’s top diplomat said Wednesday. 
 
The move by Foreign Secretary Teodoro Locsin Jr. reversed a stand 
that he took on Monday when he said it was “none of our business” 
what laws China passes.  
 
The new Philippine military commander said Tuesday he was ordering 
more assets deployed to the South China Sea to safeguard fishermen 
after Beijing passed a law empowering its coast guard to use force 
against foreign boats in the contested waterway.  

https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/protes
ts-01272021133739.html 
https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/coastg
uard-law-02222021194942.html 
https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/france
-southchinasea-03122021135920.html 
https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/philipp
ines-southchinasea-02092021142541.html 
https://amti.csis.org/force-majeure-chinas-
coast-guard-law-in-context/ 
https://www.scmp.com/week-
asia/politics/article/3120780/indonesia-flags-
unease-over-beijings-south-china-sea-actions 
https://e.vnexpress.net/news/news/vietnam-
calls-out-china-s-new-coast-guard-law-
4228791.html 

307 2021 M Luconi
a 
Shoals 

Ship-tracking data show that twice this month, Malaysia’s navy and 
coastguard have sailed close to a CCG vessel that has been lingering at 
the Malaysian-claimed Luconia Shoals since mid-January.  
It suggests that despite the persistent presence of the CCG, which is 
better equipped than most of the navies in Southeast Asia, South 
China Sea claimants are not ready to give way as China presses its 
claim to sovereignty over most of these disputed waters. 
"A new law which authorizes the China Coast Guard (CCG) to use 
force in the South China Sea is drawing growing international 
criticism and some apparent pushback at sea from another claimant.  
On Jan. 22, China’s National People’s Congress passed the Coast Guard 
Law, which placed its coast guard under direct military command. The 
law, which took effect on Feb. 1, contains a provision that allows 
China Coast Guard ships to use weapons against any vessels found in 
waters that Beijing claims as its territory. 
The U.S. State Department on Friday strongly criticized the law, 
adopted by China in January, that grants the CCG more leeway in 
asserting China’s claims — a move that has alarmed governments in 
Southeast Asian and beyond. “The United States joins the Philippines, 
Vietnam, Indonesia, Japan, and other countries in expressing concern 
with China’s recently enacted Coast Guard law, which may escalate 
ongoing territorial and maritime disputes,” department spokesman 
Ned Price said. 

https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/coastg
uard-law-02222021194942.html 
https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/protes
ts-01272021133739.html 
https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/philipp
ines-southchinasea-02092021142541.html 

308 2021 V Paracel
s 

RFA: Chinese Research Ship Collects Samples, Tests Submersibles in 
Vietnam-Claimed Waters 
The Chinese ship Tan Suo 2, which recently conducted a scientific 
research expedition in contested waters in the South China Sea. 
 Xinhua News Agency 
A Chinese government scientific research ship has completed an 
expedition in waters disputed by Vietnam and China in the South 
China Sea, according to Chinese state media and data from a ship-
tracking platform. 
The Tan Suo 2 left the Chinese port of Sanya on Feb. 2, sailing to 
waters west of the Paracel Islands — roughly 140 nautical miles off the 
coast of Da Nang in Vietnam — where Chinese state media says it 
collected biological samples, tested submersibles, and carried other 
such research until Feb. 9. 

https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/usa-
southchinasea-02172021154744.html 
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In the latest example of the CCG patrolling off the shores of other 
claimants, its ships have confronted Vietnamese vessels at two 
locations in the South China Sea in recent days. 
On Saturday, the CCG 5304 sailed out from China’s artificial island 
built on Subi Reef in the Spratly Islands, arriving at a Vietnamese oil 
and gas block about 170 nautical miles off the coast of Vung Tau in 
Vietnam the following day, ship-tracking data show. 
The CCG 5304 appears to have approached within one nautical mile of 
the PTSC Bien Dong 1, a Vietnamese floating storage and offloading 
(FSO) unit – likely signaling Chinese opposition to efforts to exploit 

https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/coastg
uard-law-02222021194942.html 
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coast 

resources in disputed areas of the South China Sea also claimed by 
China. And on Monday, two CCG ships confronted a Vietnam-flagged 
vessel in waters between Quang Ngai in Vietnam and the Paracel 
Islands, which are occupied by China despite claims from Vietnam and 
Taiwan. 

310 2021 VP Whitsu
n Reef, 
Union 
Bank 

RFA: Manila Protests Presence of Hundreds of Chinese Ships in 
Contested Waters.  
The Philippines has lodged a diplomatic protest with Beijing after 
spotting whatit says are 220 ships manned by Chinese militia in its 
maritime territory, but aspokeswoman for China’s foreign ministry 
said the boats were fishing vesselssheltering from rough sea 
conditions. 
The Philippine government on Sunday accused Beijing of military 
provocationthrough the presence of Chinese boats at Whitsun Reef, 
which Manila callsJulian Felipe and is in the Spratly Islands, a chain in 
the South China Seacontested by China, the Philippines, and other 
countries. 
Philippine Foreign Affairs Secretary Teodoro Locsin Jr. said he had 
“fired off” adiplomatic protest to Beijing, while Philippine Defense 
Secretary DelfinLorenzana described the new development as a “clear 
provocative action ofmilitarizing the area.” “We call on the Chinese to 
stop this incursion and immediately recall theseboats violating our 
maritime rights and encroaching into our sovereign territory.We are 
committed to uphold our sovereign rights over the WPS,” 
Lorenzanasaid on Sunday. 
Meanwhile, the Chinese Ministry of Foreign Affairs rejected the 
Philippine claims. The ships at the reef in the Spratlys are fishing 
vessels, foreign ministry spokeswoman HuaChunying said, in response 
to a reporter’s question during a daily press briefing in Beijing. “Niu’e 
Jiao is part of the Nansha Islands,” Hua said, referring to Whitsun Reef 
and the SpratlyIslands by their Chinese names, as Beijing claims the 
territory in addition to almost all of theSouth China Sea. 

https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/ships-
03222021163829.html 
https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/deman
d-03312021154924.html 
https://amti.csis.org/caught-on-camera-two-
dozen-militia-boats-at-whitsun-reef-identified/ 
https://foreignpolicy.com/2021/03/29/china-
militia-maritime-philippines-whitsunreef/ 
https://foreignpolicy.com/2021/04/19/manilas-
images-are-revealing-the-secrets-of-chinas-
maritime-militia/ 
https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/philipp
ines-southchinasea-04202021155625.html 
https://amti.csis.org/philippine-south-china-sea-
patrols-are-way-up/ 
https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/ships-
04132021154553.html 
https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/ships-
03252021153031.html 
https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/southc
hinasea-philippines-04052021042345.html 
https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/southc
hinasea-philippines-04052021154630.html 
https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/defend
-04082021152123.html 
https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/philipp
ines-southchinasea-04272021182401.html 

311 2021 P Iroquoi
s Reef, 
Reed 
Bank, 
Spratly
s 

CHINESE MILITIA AT IROQUOIS REEF AND UNION BANKS 
On September 30, Foreign Affairs Secretary Teodoro Locsin Jr. 
instructed the Philippine Department of Foreign Affairs to file three 
new protests with China over recent actions in the South China Sea, 
including the “continued presence of Chinese fishing vessels in [the] 
vicinity of Iroquois Reef.” 
An examination of satellite imagery reveals that Chinese militia vessels 
began gathering at Iroquois in April, just after the dispersal of the 
nearly 200 vessels that had been gathered at Whitsun Reef within the 
Union Banks earlier in 2021. Recent imagery shows that the number of 
ships at Iroquois has fallen since the Philippine protest, but it also 
suggests that many of those vessels likely headed back to Union 
Banks, where numbers are now reaching the levels seen in March. 
This is evidence of the Chinese militia’s shell game in the Spratly 
Islands.  

https://amti.csis.org/there-and-back-again-
chinese-militia-at-iroquois-reef-and-union-
banks/ 

312 2021 P Scarbo
rough 
Shoal, 
Spratly
s 

Philippine Non-Military Agencies to Coordinate on Patrols in Disputed 
South China Sea 
The Philippines said Wednesday that non-military agencies were 
coordinating in deploying patrols to South China Sea waters which it 
claims, as Manila faces an unabated challenge from Chinese ships 
scattered within its exclusive economic zone. 
Also on Wednesday, the Philippine defense department hit back at 
China’s criticism of its coast-guard exercises in Manila’s EEZ, saying 
Beijing had “no business telling the Philippines” what it could do 
within its waters. 

https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/patrols
-04282021144422.html 

313 2021 P Sabina 
Shoal, 
Spratly
s, 

National Security Adviser: Filipinos Exempt From Beijing's Fishing Ban 
The Philippine Coast Guard drove away Chinese militia ships from a 
Manila-claimed reef in the South China Sea in late April, the national 
security adviser said, while declaring that Filipino fishermen are 

https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/exemp
t-05052021145900.html 

https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/ships-03222021163829.html
https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/demand-03312021154924.html
https://amti.csis.org/caught-on-camera-two-dozen-militia-boats-at-whitsun-reef-identified/
https://foreignpolicy.com/2021/03/29/china-militia-maritime-philippines-whitsunreef/
https://foreignpolicy.com/2021/04/19/manilas-images-are-revealing-the-secrets-of-chinas-maritime-militia/
https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/philippines-southchinasea-04202021155625.html
https://amti.csis.org/philippine-south-china-sea-patrols-are-way-up/
https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/ships-04132021154553.html
https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/ships-03252021153031.html
https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/southchinasea-philippines-04052021042345.html
https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/southchinasea-philippines-04052021154630.html
https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/defend-04082021152123.html
https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/philippines-southchinasea-04272021182401.html
https://amti.csis.org/there-and-back-again-chinese-militia-at-iroquois-reef-and-union-banks/312
https://amti.csis.org/there-and-back-again-chinese-militia-at-iroquois-reef-and-union-banks/312
https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/patrols-04282021144422.html
https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/exempt-05052021145900.html
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Philippi
nes' 
EEZ  

exempt from Beijing’s annual fishing ban in the disputed waterway 
and other seas. 
The coast guard’s BRP Cabra, backed by other ships, shooed away 
seven Chinese ships from Sabina Shoal on April 27, National Security 
Adviser Hermogenes Esperon Jr. said. The reef is 130 nautical miles 
west of Puerto Princesa in Palawan province, within the Philippines’ 
200-mile exclusive economic zone (EEZ). 
“The crew of the BRP Cabra issued challenges to the offending vessels, 
but elicited no response from the CMM,” Esperon said in a statement 
released late Tuesday night, referring to the “Chinese Maritime 
Militia.” 

314 2021 PV Chines
e 
fishing 
ban in 
other 
EEZs, 
South 
China 
Sea 

Vietnam Protests Renewal of China’s Fishing Ban in South China Sea 
The Vietnamese government denounced Thursday China’s annual, 
unilateral fishing ban in the South China Sea, which begins May 1.  
“Vietnam opposes and resolutely rejects China's unilateral decision,” 
Vietnamese Ministry of Foreign Affairs Deputy Spokesman Doan Khac 
Viet said at a press conference in Hanoi. He said it violated Vietnam’s 
sovereignty over the Paracel Islands, the U.N. Convention on the Law 
of the Sea and the Declaration of Conduct of Parties in the South 
China Sea agreed by the Southeast Asian bloc in 2003. Viet added it 
“violates the Vietnam-China agreement on the basic principles guiding 
the settlement of sea-related issues.” 

https://www.rfa.org/english/news/vietnam/chin
a-southchinasea-04292021181503.html 
https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/exemp
t-05052021145900.html 

315 2021 P Philippi
nes' 
EEZ  

RFA: Manila: Latest Patrols ShowAlmost 300 Chinese MilitiaShips in 
Philippine Territory.  
The controversy over the presence of Chinese ships in the Philippine 
EEZ has led tocriticism of President Rodrigo Duterte’s alleged softness 
toward China. Manila said Wednesday that patrols had spotted 
nearly300 Chinese militia ships in and around its exclusiveeconomic 
zone earlier this week, amid bilateral tensionsover the lingering 
presence of such vessels in Philippine-claimed waters of the South 
China Sea. Manila has been lodging daily protests with Beijing 
sincelast month after China refused to remove the more than200 
ships which, the Philippines said, were spotted in theexclusive 
economic zone (EEZ) in March. 

https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/ships-
05122021154511.html 
https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/assert-
05182021161340.html 

316 2021 M Luconi
a 
Shoals 
airpsac
e 

Malaysia said Tuesday it would issue a diplomatic protest to Beijing 
after 16 Chinese military planes “intruded” into its maritime airspace 
over disputed South China Sea waters near Borneo Island a day 
earlier. Malaysian officials said that the Chinese aircraft flew to as 
close as 60 nautical miles from Kuala Lumpur-administered Beting 
Patinggi Ali – also known as Luconia Shoals – which Beijing, too, claims 
as part of its territories in the maritime region. 
The Royal Malaysian Air Force (RMAF) said it scrambled fighter jets to 
intercept the Chinese aircraft off the coast of Sarawak state after they 
refused to communicate with local air-traffic controllers during an 
incident on Monday that represented “a threat to national sovereignty 
and aviation safety,” Malaysia said. “Based on the report received 
from the Royal Malaysian Air Force, the Ministry will issue a 
diplomatic note of protest against the intrusion to the Government of 
the People’s Republic of China,” the Malaysian foreign ministry said. 
The ministry also said it would summon China’s ambassador to 
Malaysia to explain the incursion. 

https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/protes
t-06012021160217.html 
https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/malays
ia-drill-08202021155721.html 

317 2021 M Sarawa
k coast 
(oil 
field), 
Malays
ia's EEZ 

ONTEST AT KASAWARI: ANOTHER MALAYSIAN GAS PROJECT FACES 
PRESSURE.  
Since early June, China Coast Guard (CCG) vessels have been 
contesting new Malaysian oil and gas development off the coast of 
Sarawak. The activity coincides with a patrol by Chinese military 
planes near Malaysia, which prompted scrambles by Malaysian 
aircraft and recriminations from Kuala Lumpur.  This is at least the 
third time since last spring that the CCG has harassed Malaysian 
energy exploration. It demonstrates again Beijing’s persistence in 
challenging its neighbors’ oil and gas activities within their own 
exclusive economic zones. And the air patrol, which was likely not a 
coincidence, suggests Beijing’s willingness to engage in parallel 

https://amti.csis.org/contest-at-kasawari-
another-malaysian-gas-project-faces-pressure/ 

https://www.rfa.org/english/news/vietnam/china-southchinasea-04292021181503.html
https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/exempt-05052021145900.html
https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/ships-05122021154511.html
https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/assert-05182021161340.html
https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/protest-06012021160217.html
https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/malaysia-drill-08202021155721.html
https://amti.csis.org/contest-at-kasawari-another-malaysian-gas-project-faces-pressure/
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escalation to pressure other claimants to back down. 
The tensions revolve around development of the Kasawari gas field in 
Malaysia’s block SK316. Like NC3, the Kasawari field will feed into 
liquefied natural gas production facilities at Bintulu, Sarawak, 100 
nautical miles to the south. 

318 2021 I Natuna 
Islands 

NERVOUS ENERGY: CHINA TARGETS NEW INDONESIAN, MALAYSIAN 
DRILLING.  
Over the last four months, Chinese vessels have been contesting 
Indonesian and Malaysian oil and gas activity in the South China Sea in 
the latest instance of what is now an established pattern. Chinese law 
enforcement has maintained a continuous presence at the site of new 
Indonesian drilling north of the Natuna Islands since early July and a 
Chinese survey ship conducted seabed surveys in Indonesia’s exclusive 
economic zone (EEZ) and continental shelf. Another Chinese vessel 
simultaneously conducted a seabed survey of Malaysia’s continental 
shelf in apparent retaliation for new drilling off Sabah. Satellite 
imagery and commercial automatic identification system (AIS) data 
reveal several close encounters between the China Coast Guard (CCG) 
and Indonesian law enforcement and navy, as well as the visit of a U.S. 
aircraft carrier near the site of the standoff—but neither appeared to 
have much effect on the CCG. At the time of publishing, Chinese law 
enforcement remains active at the Indonesian drilling site. 

https://amti.csis.org/nervous-energy-china-
targets-new-indonesian-malaysian-drilling/ 
https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/indone
sia-navy-09152021165543.html 
https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/indone
sia-survey-09172021171226.html 
https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/indone
sia-natuna-09212021173455.html 
https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/malays
ia-southchinasea-09292021151249.html 
https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/ship-
10052021151118.html 

319 2021 P Marie 
Louise 
Bank, 
Philippi
nes' 
EEZ  

Philippine Coast GuardChallenges Chinese Warship inSouth China Sea.  
Incident occurred near Marie Louise Bank within Manila’s exclusive 
economic zonein South China Sea. 
It broke its silence and sent a radio message after the Philippine Coast 
Guard shipcontinued its challenge.“Philippine Coast Guard 4409, this 
is Chinese Navy warship 189. Please keep twonautical miles distance 
from me,” the local coast guard quoted the message as saying. 
Only then did the Chinese ship turn around to leave Marie Louise 
Bank, Balilosaid, adding that the BRP Cabra followed to ensure that 
the foreign ship left thecountry’s exclusive economic zone. The 
Philippine Coast Guard said the crew strictly followed the manual on 
enforcing rules withinthe EEZ. 

rfa.org/english/news/china/philippines-
southchinasea-07192021202226.html 

320 2021 P Union 
Bank, 
mariti
me 
militia 
vessels 

CHINESE MILITIA AT IROQUOIS REEF AND UNION BANKS 
But as was apparent in the aftermath of the mass deployment at 
Whitsun Reef, Chinese vessels leaving one contested area most often 
end up at another. In this case, many of them may have gone back to 
Union Banks, where the number of vessels visible in satellite imagery 
has been rising over the past three months. In early August, imagery 
showed only an average of 40 vessels visible in the northern half of 
Union Banks, which includes Whitsun Reef. By September, over 100 
boats were visible. And in an image from October 17, well over 150 
ships can be seen. These numbers include some Vietnamese 
coastguard and fishing boats, but the vast majority are Chinese fishing 
vessels 50 meters or more in length. This easily distinguishes them 
from their smaller Vietnamese counterparts. In comparison to the 
massing at Whitsun Reef in March, these vessels are spread more 
evenly throughout the northern half of Union Banks, with relatively 
few at Whitsun itself.  

https://amti.csis.org/there-and-back-again-
chinese-militia-at-iroquois-reef-and-union-
banks/      

321 2021 P Union 
Banks, 
Spratly 
Islands 
(warni
ng 
flares 
againts 
PHL 
planes) 

Manila Protests Beijing's Useof Warning Flares AboveDisputed Waters.  
A senior national security official calls China's 'warnings' to Filipino 
surveillanceplanes a violation of Philippine sovereignty and sovereign 
rightsThe Philippines has lodged a diplomatic protest with China for 
itsreported use of flares to warn off Filipino surveillance planes asthey 
flew over contested portions of the South China Sea in June,Manila’s 
national security adviser said Friday. 
Last week, a Philippine military unit posted in the Spratly Islandssaid 
that warning flares were fired from Chinese outposts located onislets 
in the Union Banks to ward off Philippine Air Force planes,which were 
patrolling the skies above the area in mid- to late June. 
“True to what we have agreed upon, this was immediately put to 
adiplomatic protest – there was a diplomatic protest,” 
NationalSecurity Adviser Hermogenes Esperon Jr. told a virtual 

https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/flares-
08272021143925.html  
https://amti.csis.org/there-and-back-again-
chinese-militia-at-iroquois-reef-and-union-
banks/             

https://amti.csis.org/nervous-energy-china-targets-new-indonesian-malaysian-drilling/
https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/indonesia-navy-09152021165543.html
https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/indonesia-survey-09172021171226.html
https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/indonesia-natuna-09212021173455.html
https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/malaysia-southchinasea-09292021151249.html
https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/ship-10052021151118.html
https://amti.csis.org/there-and-back-again-chinese-militia-at-iroquois-reef-and-union-banks/321
https://amti.csis.org/there-and-back-again-chinese-militia-at-iroquois-reef-and-union-banks/321
https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/flares-08272021143925.html
https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/flares-08272021143925.html
https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/philippines-southchinasea-07192021202226.html
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newsbriefing, in responding to questions about China’s use of flares 
inthe disputed waters. 

322 2021 V Spratly
s 

Vietnam Protests China Y-20 Aircraft Mission in Spratlys 
China should respect international law as well as the “common 
understanding shared by Vietnamese and Chinese leaders of 
remaining issues at sea," Hanoi said. 
Vietnam protested against a Chinese military transport mission in the 
disputed South China Sea last week, calling it a violation of Vietnam’s 
sovereignty, a spokesperson said on Thursday. 
Chinese state media reported that on Sept. 16, the People’s Liberation 
Army (PLA) deployed a number of Y-20 large transport aircraft to 
return troops from three outposts in the Spratly Islands – which China 
calls Nansha -- to the mainland.  
Vietnamese Foreign Ministry’s spokeswoman Le Thi Thu Hang said at a 
regular press briefing in Hanoi on Thursday that Vietnam demands 
that China respect its sovereignty over the Paracel archipelago – which 
Vietnam calls Hoang Sa -- and Spratlys (Truong Sa), and immediately 
stop and not repeat similar activities.  

https://www.rfa.org/english/news/vietnam/viet
nam-china-09232021150326.html 

323 2021 V Paracel
s 

Spy Fish? China Tests Manta Ray Submersible Drone in South China 
Sea 
Countries disputing China’s claims in the South China Sea, no doubt, 
will be watching closely the development of this sophisticated 
drone.Chinese researchers from Northwestern Polytechnical 
University conducting a test swim of a manta ray-shaped robot in the 
waters off the Paracel Islands in South China Sea in early September 
2021. Chinese researchers from a military-linked university have 
completed the first open sea test in the Paracel Islands of a bionic 
robot that looks and swims like a manta ray, Chinese media reported. 

https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/southc
hinasea-drone-09272021150549.html 

324 2021 M the 
coasts 
of 
Sabah 
and 
Sarawa
k, 
Malays
ia's EEZ 

AMTI: NERVOUS ENERGY: CHINA TARGETS NEW INDONESIAN, 
MALAYSIAN DRILLING. PUBLISHED: NOVEMBER 12, 2021 
Meanwhile, another survey ship, the Da Yang Hao, was sent to waters 
within Malaysia’s continental shelf to conduct its own survey. The 
apparent trigger for its deployment were the activities of the West 
Capella, a drillship no stranger to oil and gas standoffs, contracted 
since July by Thailand’s PTTEP for drilling in the Siakap North Petai oil 
field in Malaysia’s Block K. 
The Da Yang Hao began its survey on September 25, notably also 
operating in the Bruneian and Philippine EEZs and continental shelves. 
It made clear that its operations were retaliation for the West 
Capella’s activities when it made three visits (on September 26, 
October 7, and October 10) to within 6 nautical miles of the drillship.  

https://amti.csis.org/nervous-energy-china-
targets-new-indonesian-malaysian-drilling/ 
https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/malays
ia-survey-protest-10042021152636.html 
https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/malays
ia-southchinasea-10182021170545.html 

325 2021 P Scarbo
rough 
Shoal 

Philippines Files New ProtestsOver Chinese Presence inSouth China 
Sea. 2021.09.30 
The Philippines has been filing daily protests against Chinese 
incursions in Manila’sexclusive economic zone since earlier this year. 
The Philippine foreign secretary on Thursday ordered that 
newdiplomatic protests be filed against Beijing over the 
ongoingpresence of more than 100 Chinese ships in waters claimed 
byManila in the South China Sea.  
The new diplomatic protests arethe latest since the Philippines began 
filing daily protests againstChinese incursions in Manila’s exclusive 
economic zone in the seaearlier this year. 

https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/protes
ts-09302021145600.html 

326 2021 P South 
China 
Sea 

In addition, the DFA said on Wednesday it protested the "issuance of 
over 200 radio challenges, sounding of sirens, and blowing of horns by 
Chinese government vessels against Philippine authorities" patrolling 
in the South China Sea. It is unclear when these incidents took place. 

https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/philipp
ines-southchinasea-10222021123725.html 

327 2021 P Whitsu
n Reef, 
Union 
Bank 

Chinese vessels return to reef at center of spat with Philippines 
The latest imagery suggests the ships remained in the area and some 
had even moved closer to Whitsun Reef. 
Commercial satellite imagery suggests that Chinese vessels returning 
in increasing numbers to Whitsun Reef where hundreds of its ships 
gathered earlier this year, prompting a diplomatic dispute between 
Beijing and Manila. 
Planet Labs images from Monday and preceding days show dozens of 

https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/philipp
ines-southchinasea-11012021160648.html 

https://www.rfa.org/english/news/vietnam/vietnam-china-09232021150326.html
https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/southchinasea-drone-09272021150549.html
https://amti.csis.org/nervous-energy-china-targets-new-indonesian-malaysian-drilling/
https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/malaysia-survey-protest-10042021152636.html
https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/malaysia-southchinasea-10182021170545.html
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https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/philippines-southchinasea-10222021123725.html
https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/philippines-southchinasea-11012021160648.html
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ships near the reef in the northern part of the Union Banks in the 
disputed South China Sea. Manila calls the reef Julian Felipe and says it 
is within its exclusive economic zone (EEZ), but China and Vietnam 
have separate claims to it. 

328 2021 P Second 
Thoma
s Shoal 

Philippines: Chinese coast guard used water cannon to block Manila's 
supply boats 
Philippine foreign secretary calls action illegal, demands that China 
'back off.' 
The Philippines issued a strongly worded protest Thursday over the 
Chinese coast guard’s reported firing of water cannons to block a 
Filipino resupply mission to a military outpost at a reef in the South 
China Sea, calling the action “illegal.” 
US accuses China of threatening peace after water cannon used on 
Philippine ship. The United States spoke up Friday in support of the 
Philippines after Chinese coastguard vessels were accused of harassing 
Philippine resupply ships with water cannon in the South China Sea. 

https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/block-
11182021141058.html 
https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/philipp
ines-usa-11192021135721.html 
https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/boats-
11222021134829.html 
https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/outpos
t-11232021110757.html 

329 2021 I Natuna 
Islands 

Indonesian MP: China demanded Jakarta stop drilling in Beijing-
claimed waters 
China also objected to a joint Indonesia-United States military exercise 
held in August.China demanded that Indonesia stop oil and gas drilling 
at sea, alleging in an unprecedented diplomatic note about two 
months ago that such activities were occurring in waters it claims as 
part of its historic rights to the South China Sea, an Indonesian 
lawmaker said Wednesday. 
In a separate diplomatic communiqué, China also objected to a joint 
Indonesia-United States military exercise held in August, according to 
Muhammad Farhan, a member of the Foreign Affairs and Defense 
Committee at the House of Representatives. 
“The letter conveyed China’s stance on offshore drilling activities in 
the North Natuna Sea bordering the South China Sea,” Farhan told 
BenarNews, an RFA-affiliated online news service, using the name 
Indonesia gives to the disputed waterway. “Their [China’s] argument 
was that the drilling location encroached on the nine-dash line. 
Naturally, the Indonesian government rejected that because we 
abide by the UNCLOS,” he said, referring to the United Nations 
Convention on the Law of the Sea. 

https://www.rfa.org/english/news/china/drilling
-12012021174345.html 
https://www.reuters.com/world/asia-
pacific/exclusive-china-protested-indonesian-
drilling-military-exercises-2021-12-01/ 
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