CHAPTER 1V

CONCLUSION

To answer the research question, “Why do some littoral states’ deterrence
initiatives toward China fail while some succeed?”, the author argues that not in
all cases the Defender successfully performs a credible threat. Some deterrence
enforcement initiated by a weaker littoral state succeeds when the state
successfully imposes a credible threat. On the contrary, the rest of the cases are
failures because a credible threat is not visible. These are, of course, also taking
into account the Defender’s threat credibility, seen from its military power
vis-a-vis the Challenger’s. Perfect deterrence theory explains the importance of
having both credibility and capability to achieve successful deterrence. The
original theory puts both variables on the same hierarchy. However, this research
concludes a little differently. The author argues that both variables should not
work as checkboxes where each state must tick both for a successful deterrence.
Instead, they are meant to complete each other; an excessive presence of one
variable compensates an absence of the other.

In terms of the military capability of each party, there is a trend of rising
military modernization apparent. Both the Philippines and Vietnam have created
their frameworks for military modernization and made purchases to realize such a
goal, although Vietnam’s progress looks more visible. It is worth noting that this

active military modernization is the by-product of China’s increasing assertiveness
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and military advancement, and China does not seem to stop its agenda yet. In the
long run, this arms race will likely make the SCS remain asymmetrical.

In terms of signaling, what hinders states from imposing costly signaling is
the nature that the effect of signaling depends heavily on whether it can change
the Challenger’s perception of the Defender. There is no set of fixed parameters
that defines a strong signaling behavior. Obviously, whom it is a state is trying to
deter also matters. Deterring a country as big as China requires a different
signaling than deterring a weak state. If the Philippines and Vietnam were to deter
a weaker or at least states of similar power using the same signaling strategy as
carried out in the four aforementioned cases, the result may be different as they
stood a higher chance of winning. However, these cases are complicated because
the existing power parity gives China a high degree of confidence. Therefore, to
disrupt that confidence and substitute that with insecurity, one must craft a truly
costly and believable signaling.

Debates on the SCS dispute have occurred for ages and, the author argues,
will not end soon. With the unending dynamics, many scholars try to formulate
what will happen next. The author argues that the IR world must expect such
dynamics to recur in the future. A peaceful environment and perhaps the most
ideal deterrence exist when all parties of the conflict have been ‘too tired’ to fight.
However, so long as there is an assertive Challenger in the dispute, the opposing
state will try to defend its will. Therefore, acts of deterrence enforcement will

again happen.
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Furthermore, the cases in this research are examples of immediate conflict.
Yet, will the SCS dispute ever end in an all out conflict when no actor would be
willing to back down? The author argues that the answer relies heavily on
inter-state relations. It is important to remember that an all out conflict is
extremely costly to any state. Perfect deterrence theory also argues that an all out
conflict is heavily undesirable and as rational actors, state will prevent the
occurrence of one. In the future, one can only hope that the disputants can
maintain good relations so the cost of an all out conflict will increase as it would
affect the multi-dimensionality of the states’ relations.

Another interesting yet unexplored angle of the SCS dispute is whether
there is a possibility of de-escalation. Although the intuitive answer is that it is
unlikely, the author argues that there is such a possibility if, and only if, Chinese
dominations in the region rapidly increase and penetrate the citizens’ perspective
on China, to the extent that citizens finally welcome Chinese dominations. In that
case where the weaker disputants are impared and ‘controlled’ by China can they
de-escalate on the SCS dispute. Of course, it is practically impossible to hope for
China to de-escalate considering its power and determination to fulfill its agenda.

The author acknowledges that this research is not without limitations. With
the nature of a qualitative research method, it is impossible to examine all cases in
the SCS dispute. To enrich the understanding on this issue, future work needs to
explore more standoft cases. Furthermore, analyzing the specific contributions the

US brings for its formal ally in a territorial dispute is uncovered in this thesis. Yet,
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it is very potential and important to be explored by other scholars. Lastly, the
author argues that as the Challenger - Defender relation has always occurred will
likely remain in the SCS dispute, it is time to accept the reality that a SCS with
clear and mutually agreed ownership will remain as an unreachable utopia in the
next few decades. With this in mind, states must craft their conflict management
strategy in a realistic yet compelling manner. How a state could effectively do so

is up for future research by other scholars.

69



Bibliography

“Are Maritime Law Enforcement Forces Destabilizing Asia?” South China Sea incident
tracker, 2015. https://csis-ilab.github.io/cpower-viz/csis-china-sea/.

Bowers, Ian. “Power Asymmetry and the Role of Deterrence in the South China Sea.”
The Korean Journal of Defense Analysis 29, no. 4 (December 2017): 551-73.
https://doi.org/ISSN 1941-4641.

Camp General Emilio Aguinaldo, Quezon City, and Department of Defense,
TRANSFORMING THE DEPARTMENT OF NATIONAL DEFENSE TO
EFFECTIVELY MEET THE DEFENSE AND SECURITY CHALLENGES OF
THE 21st CENTURY §. A WHITE PAPER ON PHILIPPINE DEFENSE
TRANSFORMATION (2012).
https://www.files.ethz.ch/isn/167331/Philippines ENG 2012.pdf.

Chan, Edward. China’s Maritime Security Strategy. (New York: Routledge). 2022: 136

Chatzky, Andrew and McBride, James. “China's Massive Belt and Road Initiative.”
Council on Foreign Relations (Council on Foreign Relations, January 28, 2020).
https://www.cfr.org/backgrounder/chinas-massive-belt-and-road-initiative.

CHI THANH, PHAM, ed., DIPLOMATIC BLUEBOOK 2019 § (2019).
https://issuu.com/mofavietnam/docs/ngoai_giao viet nam 2019 tieng anh.

De Castro, Renato Cruz. “The Limits of Intergovernmentalism: The Philippines’
Changing Strategy in the South China Sea Dispute and Its Impact on the
Association of Southeast Asian Nations (ASEAN).” Journal of Current Southeast
Asian Affairs 39. No. 3 (2020): pp- 335-358.
https://doi.org/10.1177/1868103420935562.

FANGYIN, ZHOU. “Between Assertiveness and Self-Restraint: Understanding China's
South China Sea Policy,” International Affairs 92. No. 4 (2016): pp. 869-890,
https://doi.org/10.1111/1468-2346.12657.

Fearon, James D. “Signaling Foreign Policy Interests,” Journal of Conflict Resolution
41. No. 1 (1997): pp. 68-90. https://doi.org/10.1177/0022002797041001004.
Fook, Lye Liang and Hop, Ha Hoang. “PERSPECTIVE.” The Vanguard Bank Incident:

Developments and What Next?. No. 2019 (September 4, 2019), ISSN 2335-6677.

Fravel, M. Taylor. “China’s Strategy in the South China Sea.” CONTEMPORARY
SOUTHEAST ASIA 33. No. 3 (2011): p. 292. https://doi.org/10.1355/cs33-3b.

Fravel, M. Taylor. “Power Shifts and Escalation: Explaining China's Use of Force in
Territorial Disputes.” International Security 32, no. 3 (2008): 44-83.
https://doi.org/10.1162/isec.2008.32.3.44.

Green, Michael, Kathleen Hicks, Jake Douglas (Jake Douglas was a research assistant

with the Japan Chair at the Center for Strategic and International Studies., John
Schaus, and Zack Cooper. “Counter-Coercion Series: Second Thomas Shoal

70


https://www.cfr.org/backgrounder/chinas-massive-belt-and-road-initiative
https://doi.org/10.1177/1868103420935562

Incident.” Asia  Maritime Transparency Initiative, June 9, 2017.
https://amti.csis.org/counter-co-2nd-thomas-shoal/.)

Green, Michael, Kathleen Hicks, Zack Cooper, John Schaus, and Jake Douglas.
“Counter-Coercion Series: China-Vietnam Oil Rig Standoff.” Asia Maritime
Transparency Initiative, June 13, 2017.
https://amti.csis.org/counter-co-oil-rig-standoff/.

Green, Michael, Kathleen Hicks, Zack Cooper, John Schaus, and Jake Douglas.
“Counter-Coercion Series: Scarborough Shoal Standoff.” Asia Maritime
Transparency Initiative, June 27, 2017.
https://amti.csis.org/counter-co-scarborough-standoft/.

Green, Michael, Kathleen Hicks, Zack Cooper, John Schaus, and Jake Douglas.
“Counter-Coercion Series: Second Thomas Shoal Incident.” Asia Maritime
Transparency Initiative, June 9, 2017.
https://amti.csis.org/counter-co-2nd-thomas-shoal/.

Grossman, Derek. “Military Build-up in the South China Sea.” The South China Sea,
2019, 182-200. https://doi.org/10.4324/9780429331480-13.

Grossman, Derek. “Vietnam Needs to 'Struggle' More in the South China Sea,” — The

Diplomat (for The Diplomat, April 1, 2020),
https://thediplomat.com/2019/11/vietnam-needs-to-struggle-more-in-the-south-chi
na-sea/.

Hailin, Ye. “immediate Conflict and Partial Control: Escalation of Conflict on the South
China Sea and the Strategies of the Concerned Parties.” Strategic Studies 35, no. 3
(2015): 20-42. https://www.jstor.org/stable/48535919.

Heiduk, Felix. “An Arms Race in Southeast Asia? Changing Arms Dynamics, Regional
Security and the Role of European Arms Exports.” SWP Research Paper, 2017.
https://doi.org/ISSN 1863-1053.

Hiswi, Putti Ananda. “The Increasing of Vietnam Military Capability in the South
China Sea Dispute: Arms Race or Status Quo?” Jurnal Global &amp; Strategis 14,
no. 1 (2020). https://doi.org/10.20473/jgs.14.1.2020.97-108.

Huth, Paul K. “Deterrence and International Conflict: Empirical Findings and
Theoretical Debates.” Annual Review of Political Science 2 (1999).
www.annualreviews.org.

Kilgour, D. Marc, and Frank C. Zagare. “Explaining limited Conflicts.” Conflict
Management and  Peace  Science 24, no. 1 (2007): 65-82.
https://doi.org/10.1080/07388940601102852.

Lemahieu, Hervé, and Bonnie Bley. ASIA POWER INDEX. Sydney, NSW: LOWY

INSTITUTE, 20109.
https://power.lowyinstitute.org/downloads/Lowy-Institute-Asia-Power-Index-2019
-Pocket-Book.pdf.

71



Marsh, David and Stoker, Gerry. Theory and Methods in Political Science (Houndmills
etc: Macmillan Press, 1995).

Ministry of National Defence, and Ministry of National Defence, VIETNAM
NATIONAL DEFENCE § (2009).
https://www.files.ethz.ch/isn/155222/Vietnam2009.pdf.

Ministry of National Defence, Pham Chi Thanh, and Do Quang Dung, 2019 Viet Nam
National Defence § (2019). shorturl.at/jnxMQ.

Nemenzo, Gemma. “Navy's Fastest Ship: BRP Gregorio Del Pilar.” Rappler, April 11,
2012.
https://r3.rappler.com/newsbreak/3697-navy-s-fastest-ship-brp-gregorio-del-pilar.

Office of the Assistant Secretary for Plans and Programs DND Building, and
Department of Defense, NATIONAL DEFENSE STRATEGY 2018-2022 §
(2018). www.dnd.gov.ph.

Parameswaran, Prashanth. “Vietnam's New Defense White Paper in the Spotlight.” —
The Diplomat. for The Diplomat, December 3, 2019.
https://thediplomat.com/2019/11/vietnams-new-defense-white-paper-in-the-spotli

ght/.
Pham, Linh. “Vietnam Ranks High in Global Military Strength: Global Firepower.”
hanoitimes.vn. Hanoi Times, October 30, 2019.

https://hanoitimes.vn/vietnam-ranks-high-in-global-military-strength-global-firepo
wer-46776.html.

QUACKENBUSH, STEPHEN L. “Deterrence Theory: Where Do We Stand?” Review
of International Studies 37, no. 2 (2010): 741-62.
https://doi.org/10.1017/s0260210510000896.

Rajagopalan, Rajeswari Pillai. “China's 2018 Military Budget: New Numbers, Old
Worries.” — The Diplomat. for The Diplomat, March 7, 2018.
https://thediplomat.com/2018/03/chinas-2018-military-budget-new-numbers-old-
worries/.

SINGH, LEISHANGTHEM BIMOLCHAND. "China’s Strategy On The South China
Sea Disputes." World Affairs: The Journal of International Issues 21. No. 1
(2017): 80-99. Accessed April 7, 2021. doi:10.2307/48531510.

Thayer, Carlyle A. “Force Modernization: Vietnam.” Southeast Asian Affairs 2018,
2018, 429-44. https://doi.org/10.1355/9789814786843-026.

Wezeman, Siemon T. Www.usipriorg. Solna, Sweden: STOCKHOLM
INTERNATIONAL PEACE RESEARCH INSTITUTE, 2019. www.sipri.org.
WTO Glossary, “Exclusive Economic Zone (EEZ),” WTO. Accessed October 20, 2021.
https://www.wto.org/english/thewto e/glossary e/exclusive _economic_zone eez
e.htm#:~:text=The%20United%20Nations%20Convention%200on,living%20and%

2

72



Yue, Chan Edward Sing. China's Maritime Security Strategy: The Evolution of a
Growing Sea Power. Abingdon, Oxon, NY: Routledge, 2022.

Yue, Chan Edward Sing. “Xi Jinping's Era: Constructing a Strong Maritime Power.” in
China's Maritime Security Strategy: The Evolution of a Growing Sea Power
(Abingdon, Oxon: Routledge, 2022). pp. 135-190.

Zagare, Frank C., and D. Marc Kilgour. “Asymmetric Deterrence.” International
Studies Quarterly 37, no. 1 (1993): 1. https://doi.org/10.2307/2600829.

73









	1. ABSTARK INDO
	2. ABSTRAK INGGRIS
	3. KATA PENGANTAR
	4. DAFTAR ISI FIX
	5. DAFTAR TABEL
	6. DAFTAR GAMBAR
	7. BAB 1-5 FIX
	8. DAFTAR PUSTAKA FIX
	9. RIWAYAT HISUP
	Blank Page
	Blank Page



