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Abstract

The United States (US) possesses the most capable Navy in the history of the
world. However, the most powerful maritime force ever assembled is not without
capability gaps. Time and time again, the US Navy ineptly rebuilds its riverine capability
and capacity to meet threats in the littorals. And time and time again, the forces disband
when the perceived threat diminishes. In each of America’s great conflicts, from the
Revolutionary War through Operation Iragi Freedom (OIF), the Navy reestablishes its
riverine forces. The plank owners make due with limited training, inadequate equipment,
and arrive tardy to the fight. They are built from the ground up rather maintaining a
ready force to fight in the littorals with proper training and manning. A vibrant riverine
force is capable of power projection from the open ocean to waterways only a few feet in
depth. The reach and rapid maneuverability of riverines provide Combatant
Commanders the ability to apply a versatile force in some of the most remote locations
on the globe. This versatility is highlighted by a riverine platoon’s ability to partner with
and train host nation forces, conduct irregular warfare (IW), logistics, amphibious assault,
direct fires, surveillance, and maritime interdiction. Riverines also functioned as a highly
sought-after quick reaction force (QRF) in Iraq. In addition, they are a viable option to
meet the challenges presented in either new generation warfare or great power
competition. They remain an integral force package for the US Navy, and more

importantly, the joint force.
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Introduction

The average citizen is quite unaware of certain minor wars and activities in which

his Navy’s part has yielded results beyond price or praise.’

-Rear Admiral Casper F. Goodrich, USN

The US Navy has a longstanding, yet enigmatic and inconsistent history of
riverine operations. Riverine capability receives some measure of support when the
perceived need arises, e.g. Vietnam and Iraq, and rapidly dismantled when deemed
unnecessary. However, in order to meet the requirements of the 21 century battlefield,
the Navy must increase its riverine capacity and match the standards established during
Iraq deployments from 2007-2011. Maintaining and bolstering this force allows the
Navy to dominate the littorals and avoid building from the ground up after
decommissioning these unique and versatile capabilities. The modern Naval officer’s
ethos is very much oriented toward blue water operations, focusing on the Mahanian
concept of sea power. In reality, the 21% century Navy must balance blue and brown
water commitments and operations, especially when the US faces relatively few, if any,
true near-peer adversaries.

US Navy riverine operations did not begin and end with the Vietnam War,
although those brown water sailors deservingly receive much of the recognition today.
This work will delve into the importance, enduring history, and lessons learned from the
very first iteration of riverine warfare in the 18" century through Operation Iraqi
Freedom (OIF). In order to provide the proper context of the ebb and flow of riverine

operations, it is first important to highlight the history of brown water operations from the

! United Swtes. Riverine Warfare: The US Navy's Operations on Inlund Weters (Washington 1D.C; Naval
History Division Press Heritage Command, 1969), 12,
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in the Pacific and Mediterranean, most notably across the Rhine River for the final defeat
of Nazi Germany.’

Expanding the size, role, and utility of US Riverine Forces will improve the
Navy’s ability to work jointly, defeat irregular threats in the littorals, and poise itseif to
meet the requirements of the 21% century battlespace. In addition, the cost benefit of
purchasing and maintaining smaller, relatively inexpensive Riverine Patrol Boats (RPB)
and Riverine Command Boats (RCB) allows for judicious budgetary execution.
Currently, the Navy does not provide adequate resources to appropriately organize, man,
train, and equip these vital forces. Riverine units provide cost effective and scalable
forces to the Combatant Commander capable of rapidly deploying to perform
conventional brown water operations, irregular warfare (IW), security and partnership
assistance, and Special Operations Forces (SOF) support. Rather than adhering to the
dogma of Mahan, the Navy would do well to heed Nicholas J. Spykman’s Rimland
Theory, especially in an era of a rising China and their Belt and Road Initiative. The
Rimland Theory asserts that the key to controlling the world’s largest landmass is to
establish superiority along the Eurasian coastline. Brown water navy operations wiil
prove the most effective power projection force capable of deploying rapidly and
maintaining a footprint in contested areas.

The need for brown water sailors endures, and the Navy places itself at a strategic
disadvantage by refusing to maintain a vibrant riverine force. Deploying a traditional
surface warship is a methodical undertaking, incredibly costly, and plodding task for the

Navy. Quite simply, the Navy does not maintain a large or ready enough fleet to fulfil

5 Vincent P. O’Hara. “Landing the Troops... Across the Rhine.” Naval History Magazine, vol. 29, issue 2.
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former riverine operators would taint the data. Riverine operators take a lot of pride in
their service as brown water sailors and have very high opinions of the community. This
bravado and enthusiasm for riverine operations may have led to a misguided argument.
Hence, the reason for interviewing infantry officers lacking significant loyalty to riverine
or Naval operations. All data and information derived from former riverine operators

was sourced via previously vetted published written material.






The British, recognizing the strategic value of Lake Champlain, began to
reconstitute their littoral naval forces by building at a feverous pace to engage Arnold’s
flotilla. Arnold matched the British in this arms race although confronted with a resource
shortage. He created the blueprints and specifications for a new riverine boat capable of
being swift and agile via sail or oar. His evolutionary design provided an adv  tage over
the slower, deeper draft, heavier British ships which his flotilla could not match in a
traditional line battle.!!

Ultin  ely, Arnold lost the Battle of Valcour Island, but he gained a strategic
victory for the Continentals. He and his riverine forces delayed the British advance south
for a calendar year because of the damage inflicted on the Royal Na . This delay
allowed the Continental Army t gain much needed strength over the winter and de 1t
the British at Saratoga in 1777.!2 The strategic gains secured by Arnold cannot be
understated, because after Saratoga, the French openly joined the Americans, providing
both men and resources.

Only a generation later, riverine forces were crucial to the success of the War of
1812. The British controlled the Great Lakes facilitating their capture of Detroit and
invasion of Ohio. The US Navy sought to command the lakes of the Erie-Ontario frontier

to slow the British invasion.'* They did so by establishing small seabases, acquiring lake

I The ship of the line evolved from the gaileon, a three or four-masted vessel that had a high superstructure
on its stern and usually carried heavy guns along two decks. As fleets composed of these ships engaged in
combat, they adopted a fighting formation called the line of battle, in which two opposing columns of ships
maneuvered to fire their guns in broadside (a simultaneous discharge of all the guns arrayed on one side of
a ship) against each other. Combat using these formations was = »wn as the line of battle warfare.

12 James L. Nelson. Beredict Arnold’s Navy: The Ragiag Fieet that Lost the Battle of Lake Champlain but
Won the American Revolution (New York: McGraw-Hill Companies, 2006), 344.
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Barney’s flotilla delayed and stymied the British from successfully laun ing an
amphibious invasion, and only failed to keep the Royal Navy at bay when she was
reinforced with a fleet arriving from Bermuda.!”

Far from the shores of Washington, Commodore Daniel T. Patterson defended the
river approaches to New Orleans against the British. He correctly recognized that e
British invasion route wou' ' traverse both the Borgne and Ponchartrain Lakes, Patt son
met the British with a riverine force with less fin  »wer than one British ship of the
line.'® Patterson riverine forces struck at the British flank and delayed the invasion for
weeks, allowing General Andrew Jackson the ability to gather enou-h troops to mount a
competent defense.'® The actions of Patterson’s forces depleted the British ranks and
tipped the scales in favor of Jackson’s land forces. Jackson praised the efforts of
Patterson’s men and ascribed the cause of victory to their efforts in the waterways
surrounding New Orleans.

Following the War of 1812, riverine forces became offensive in nature in reaction
to the changing strategic vision of the US Navy. Although, the golden age of piracy
ended in the 172(  raiders infested the Caribbean and Gulf of Mexico long into the 19t
century. These marauders had a destabilizing effect on maritime commerce in America’s
backyard, and the US would not hesitate to dispatch their Navy to protect her interests.

Nearly 3,000 merchant ships fell to attack in less than a« :ade following the War of

7 Eduard 1 Maralda 20NA “Riverine Warfare: The 11€ Navu’e Mnertiane an Inland Watare ™ Maoal

1% Rodney MacDonough. Life of Commodore Thomas Macdonough, U. S. Navy, (Boston, MA: The Fort
Hill Press, 1909), 303.






on the Navy’s versatile riverine forces capable of negotiating the ever-changing character
of the waterways from deep and wide to narrow and shallow was paramount to their
victorious campaign.?*

During the Mexican War from 1846-1848, riverine forces conducted raids against
the city of San Juan Bautista de Tabasco, a vital chokepoint which supplied Mexican
forces. Assaulting the city provided several significant problems, but none more
menacing than the terrain itself. The Tabasco River’s current is very strong, and the
banks are covered in lush overgrown vegetation and plant life, providing cover and
concealment for defenders with cannon and rifle. The river possessed an “S” shaped
bend, named “Devil’s Turn” which the Mexicans fortified to guard the avenue of
approach to the city.?® Using several small steam ships the US Navy traversed the first
65 of the 74 miles up the Tabasco River before landing forces ashore. The remaining 9
miles were hard fought on land and on the river itself, but both contingents operated
jointly under the command of Captain Matthew C. Perry and ultimately captured Fort
Iturbide.?® The Fort protected the city of San Juan, and its capture by Americans
rendered the city defenseless and unable to continue supplying Mexican forces.

Civil War-World War II:

During the Civil War, the North’s production capacity far outweighed that of the

South. At the war’s outset, the Confederacy had no Navy, so command of the sea was

ceded to the Union. The Union recognized their initial advantage and blockaded

24 Ibid.

25 United States. Riverine Warjare. The US Navy s Operations on Infand Waiers {(Washington D.C.: Naval
History Division Press Heritage Command, 1969). 18.

26 UUnited States. Riverine Warfare: The US Navy’s Operations on Infand Waters {(Washington D.C.: Naval
History Division Press Heritage Command, 1969), 19.
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of battle at Shiloh. The battle had been the bloodiest in the Civil War to date, and opened
up operations in the Mississippi Valley, culminating in the Vicksburg campaign to secure
the entire Mississippi River.?”

Countless other battles and campaigns were shaped by Riverine actions during the
Civil War, which drew notice from both Robert E. Lee and Abraham Lincoln. Lee
dismayed at his Army’s inability to 0 ose landing forces when under naval gunfire,
allowing the Union to continually press its advantage into the Confederacy’s rivers and
inland waterways. President Lincoln applauded the flexibility of hisT™ vy by
proclaiming that “Uncle Sam’s web feet” must never be forgotten, “not only on the deep
sea, the broad bay, the rapid river,  talso up the narrow muddy bayou, and wherever the
ground was a little da  p.”*

Riverine warfare was not the main naval effort of World War II, but it did play its
part in the Solomons, East Indies, Philippin , and finally in Europe. The vessels of
¢ ice were the 36-foot landing craft. vehicle, personnel (LCVP) and 50-foot landing
craft. mecha: ~ed (LCM). the very boats that had brought U.S. troops ashore at
Normandy.*! Five US armies totaling 50,000 troops, thousands of vehicles, and ordnance
was ferried across the Rhine River in less than three days. The Navy’s small craft

coxswain battled navigational hazards, rapid currents, floating debris, and the litany of

problems posed by fresh water to include mud, silt, and ice under threat of German

29 National Geographic. CAsme T 10LY M0 Dartla ~f Chilalh M Aadfnunad §ammoam Lin Thia n@ fﬂ G@Ographfﬁ‘
History. Accessed from
30 United States. RVeFin. . oye oo e g e o i+ e e e dgton DUCL: Naval

History Division Press Hcritage Command, IQG—Q). 2.
3! Vincent P. (3’Hara. “Landing the Itoops... Across the Rhine.”” Naval History Magazine, vol. 29, issue 2.
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Boats purchased from United Boatbuilders.>® During the inception of Game Ward: | the
Navy still lacked brown water sailors and in 1965 established an assault coxswain course
stateside.** The sailors already deployed to the Mekong Delta did not have the benefit of
schooling, so they had to develop tactics and doctrine via trial and error in combat.
Drawing on lessons learned from the French and on the fly developmental doctrine gave
way to a tremendous amount of flexib™" "'y, which in many ways was impetuous to their
success.*

Game Warden stymied the VC’s ability to move troops and supplies downriver.
Inf . they often avoided direct force on force engagements with the riverines. They
focused on circumventing all patrol boats which complicated their lines of
communication and forced delays in amassing combat power. To avoid detection the VC
operated at night, so Game Warden initiated a curfew on the river during perioc  of
darkness. The Riverine forces had the painstaking duty of relaying the conditions of the
curfew to local villagers in an effort to avoid confusion between innocent travelers and
the VC. Before the crews could engage, they had to positively ID boats as VC. This
proved difficult in the dead of night through lush vegetation.

The crews did more than engage the enemy, they were responsible for
establishing trust with the local populace and contributt  to humanitarian assistance
with United States Agency for International Development (USAID), especially  the

form of Medical Civic Action Projects (MEDCAPs).?® They even bolstered the US

# Mesko, Jim. Riverit A Pictorial History of the Brown Water War in Vietnam (Carroliton, TX:
Squadron/Signal Publications, 1985), pg. 11-12.

3+ Mobile Riverine Force Association, “Task Force 1167, Accessed from

3 Thomas J. Cutler, LCDR USN. Brown Water, Black Berets Coastal abtu noverine v urpure e ¥ reuriam
(Annapolis, Maryland: Naval Institute Press, 1988}, 163-4.

3 US Navy Chief of Information, The Navy in Vietnam, (Washington, DC: GPO 1968), 10.
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Chapter 2: Force Build-up, Experience in Iraq, and Reorganization

Iraq Pre-Riverine Capable Navy:

The Navy was largely left on the sidelines during the invasion of Irag in March
2003, aside from the participation of an air wing and surface launched tomahawk
missiles. The Air Force provided more sorties at a lower cost than any Carrier Air Wing,
and the modern surface combatants could not force project up river, proving an ancillary
to the efforts of the sister services. The need to send a gun boat up the Tigris and
Euphrates Rivers was real, and largely ignored in the first few years of OIF. Finally, in
April 2005, former Chief of Naval Operations, Admiral Vern Clark, chided Congress for
funding vessels the Navy does not desire, while ignoring its undeniable needs.* Four
years passed before the Navy established a viable riverine force capable of providing
gunfire and logistics support to ground forces. Additionally, speedboats emerged as the
weapon of choice for al Qaeda and other terrorist organizations by 2006.*" Speedboats
provided superior maneuverability, limited radar signature, multi-vector avenue of attack,
and the ability to blend with other maritime traffic. The Navy had forgotten the successes
of Vietnam and shuffled brown water operations to the archives, insisting on creating
billion-dollar weapon systems incapable of interdicting hostile parties, securing coastal

arcas, and operating on inland waters.

 Tim Weiner, "The Navy's Fleet of Tomorrow is Mired in Politics of Yesterday," New York Times, 19
April 2003, pp. C1, C3.

#! James Plekovski. “Before the Storm: al Qaeda’s Coming Maritime Campaign.” United States Naval
[nstitute, vol. 131, 12 (2005).
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The Navy dropped the ball at the outset of OIF. Thankfully, the United States
Marine Corps (USMC) stepped up and deployed a Small Craft Company (SCC) to Irag in
March, 2004. This unit eventually participated in the Battle of Fallujah securing the
Euphrates River by chasing insurgents as they fled west, and provided Blackwater Bridge
overwatch and an alternate avenue of approach relatively free of improvised explosive
devices (IEDs).*¢ In addition, the SCC conducted a variety of other operations such as
raids, river patrols, Visit, Board, Search, and Seizure (VBSS), tactical resupply, and point
security of critical Iraqi infrastructure. However, shortly after returning from their
inaugural deployment, the Commandant of the Marine Corps announced the SCC’s
decommissioning.!” This unceremonious farewell garnered similarities to that of their
Vietnam War predecessors. The SCC may have been disbanded, but the requirement for
riverine forces in Iraq remained. Marine Corps leadership within Fallujah and the
surrounding Al Anbar province recognized the need for maritime interdiction in
counterinsurgency operations. This sentiment was echoed by other coalition partners
operating as far south as Basra. Officers from the United Kingdom (UK) noted that the
enemy operated on the river with impunity, moving men and materiel in both broad
daylight and the cover of darkness.*®

The USMC formed Dam Security Unit (DSU) 1 from a reserve company of the

Assault Amphibious Battalion to provide security to the Hadithah Dam.*® This was a far

% James E. Wise and Scott Baron. The Navy Cross — Extraordinary Heroism in Irag, Afghanisian, and
COther Conflicts (Annapolis, Maryland: Naval Institute Press, 2007), 75.

47 Jason B. Scheffer. "The Rise and Fall of the Brown Water Navy: Changes in United States Navy
Riverine Warfare Capabilities from the Vietnam War to Operation Iraqi Freedom." Master's thesis, United
States Command and General Staff College, Leavenworth, 2005.

# Stephen Campbell, interview, Lewis and Clark Building, Fort Leavenworth, 21 September 2012,

19 Michael A. Stolzenburg. "Unified Vision of the Future: Riverine Squadrens and the Security Cooperation
MAGTE." Master's thesis, United States Command and General Staff College, Leavenworth, 2008.
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in the spr 7 0f 2007, the USMC formally turned over riverine operations to the Navy as
Riverine Squadron (RIVRON) One relieved DSU-3.%*
Navy Riverine Squadrons:

A year prior to the turnover with the USMC, in May 2006, the Ny established
Riverine Group 1 (RIVGRU) at Naval Amphibious Base, Little Creek, Virginia. The
group, roughly equivalent in size to a carrier air wing, included three Riverine Squadrons
(RIVRONSs) commissioned between 2006 and 2007 comprised of 12 boats each. The
Navy rightly assessed that t! v needed to address and resolve the expeditionary
capability gap in the littorals. Riverine forces were created to “extend beyond traditional
deployment areas and reflect mi:  ons ranging from humanitarian operations to an
increased emphasis on counterterrorism and irregular warfare.” The 2006 concept of
operatic ; stated that,

™ 'verine operations will conduct maritime security and theater secut..
cooperation operations in a Riverine area of operation, which may include:
securing areas for military or comme : operations, preventing flow of
contraband, enabling pow: projection operations, joint, bi-lateral exercises,
personnel exchanges, and humanitarian assistance. The force will be cap: ¢ of
coml ting enemy Riverine forces, by applying direct or supporting fires. Three
Riverine Squadrons under one Riverine Group Commander serve as a ready force
for the Joint Forces Maritime Component Commander. Each Riverine Squadron
consists of specially designed cre.. configured to operate in a hostile Riverine
environment. Watercrafts will have multiple crews for near continv  1s operations
and lift capacity for a small tactical unit. Manning, training and equipment will
support operations v sus a Level II threat, and include organic Command,
Control, Communication, Computers, and Intellige :e, Force P1  ection, and
logistics.>

3% John K. Hamilton, “Riv—"" = T~ = Des et ¥ 8 P Jisie o Mook« Tommand Navy

NewsStand, § March, 200°
s Department of the Na:lv_y, UL LUESL WU U, A L QUBRET ULIVE Otriegy fur 2 weruly Seapower, 10.
3¢ Department of the Navy, S Riverine Group Concept of Operations (CONOPS). 28 September 2006, 7.
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A significant activity that will lend credence to the use of riverines in a
conventional environment was their Theater Security Cooperation (TSC) activities. Most
notably, the riverine forces trained and created the Iraqi Waterborne River Police
initiative. They established a regional Iragi River Police training facility, directly
building security force capability and capacity for the host government, and facilitated
key leader engagements.®! In less than five years of Iraq deployments, with single
squadrons operating no more than 12 boats at a time, the riverine forces became a viable
and in demand quick reaction force. RIVRONs conducted more than 2,000 missions and
flew upwards of 660 unmanned aerial vehicle hours between March 2007 and October
2011.%2 Their swift and agile waterborne capability of search and seizure, insertion,
extraction, and supporting fires became a staple of the Navy’s ability to impact the war.
Then, in the blink of an eye, the Navy rescinded its resolve to conduct riverine operations
in Iraq.

Riverine and Maritime Expeditionary Security Merger:

On June 1, 2012, the Navy merged the riverine force with Maritime Expeditionary
Security Forces (MESF), into a blend of offensive and defensive brown water
capabilities. The new organization became the Coastal Riverine Force (CORIVFOR),
broken down into two Coastal Riverine Groups (CORIVGRU), and further separated into
individual units named Coastal Riverine Squadrons (CRS). Each squadron includes a
headquarters element and four distinct companies. Three of these companies perform

traditional maritime security operations, such as protecting ships and shore facilities,

51 Gregory Sandway. “War on the River: Development of Joint Expeditionary Riverine Officers.” Master’s
Thesis, US Army War College, Carlisle Barracks, Pennsylvania, 2010,

%2 Ronald O’Rourke. “Navy Irregular Warfare and Counterterrorism Operations: Background and Issues for
Congress.” Congressional Research Service, 25 June, 2014.
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two boats. The investigation describes that on January 12, 2016 two RCBs attempted a
250 nautical mile transit from Kuwait to Bahrain. After deviating from their planned
intended movement (PIM)®*, one boat suffered from an engine malfunction while the
other failed to pull s urity. The crews were surrounded by ever increasing IRGCN
small boats and surrendered without firing a shot or putting up a struggle. Code of
Conduct violations aside, the mission launched five hours late due to engine maintenance,
while devoid of positive sate te communications with any higher headquarters authority
in either Kuwait, Bahrain, or the Jebel A" Tactical Operations Center (TOC), and
crewmembers bore no understanding of the threat environment.®® Finally, the 250nm
voyage was the longest ever attempted by the unit, and the boat crews’ lack of
navigational prowess was evident by unwittingly violating Saudi Arabian territorial
waters before drifting into Farsi Island. The CNO at the time of the incident, ADM John
Richardson, stated that the “goal of this investigation was to conduct a thorough review
of what US Navy actions may have contributed to this incident."®® However, the findings
concluded that the incident was not the fault of the Navy at large, rather in the CRS
communi _  Although, still technically riverine forces, these sailors demonstrated their
inability to complete simple open ocean transit. Their failures are less due to individual
ineptitude and highlight the diminished quality of training and standards set forth by the

merger with MESF.

A planned intended movement {(PIM) is the designated navigational route established prior to a ship
getting underway.
% Commander, Destroyer Squadron Fifty. “Command Investigation to Inquire into Incident in the Vicinity
of Farsi Island Involving Two Riverine Command Boats (RCB 802 and RCB 805) On or About 12 January
2016.” Redacted and unclassified releasable version, 28 February, 2016.
66 Navy Office of Informatinn “Nawvv Ralaacae Racnlte af Riverina (Mammand Rnat Farsi [sland

Investigation.” US Navy 30 June, 2016.
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Additionally, the CRF ROC/POE misidentifies JTACs as the non-existent Joint Tactical
Area Communication Systems and Foreign Internal Defense (FID) as Fleet Intelligen:
Detachment. Riverine JTACs were calling in airstrikes in Iraq as late as 2011, and by
2014 they were part of a force incapable of sorting out the acronym, clearly highlighting
the CRF’s inability to grasp the context in which their forces must operate to competently
effect the battlespace.®’

The merger and riverine operations atrophy are so concerning because it took the
Navy four years after the initial invasion of Iraq to field ready forces. A single crewman
had to undergo sev 1l months of training including the Expeditionary Combat Skilis
Course, Riverine Crewman Course, and a seven-week infantry school courtesy of the
USMC, leveraging the experiences of the afore mentioned SCC. These training
requirements only represent the baseline skills necessary to forge a crewman. Additional
follow on schools included the Riverine Unit Leaders Course, VBSS training, Designated
Marksman, Expeditionary Small Arms Marksmanship Instructor, and JTAC
qualifications. The training provided by the USMC and several joint schools enabled the
Navy’s riverine forces to integrate with their sister services in conventional and SOF
support. Even with that, the interoperability of the fledgling riverine squadrons in Iraq
was not seamless, Riverine forces integrated relatively well with the [ MC because this
was included in their initial CONOP.” However, they struggled to link brown water to

blue water sufficiently for the Navy’s leadership.

69 Alam Mevrmimee “Borot Toland: Coefanan Wonfaen?a Wala e 00002 snr for Inter  tional Maritime
Security 2 August, 2016,
0 Robety n. Avncninan. PUVCLING CHANGHEGS IVILTUL JUHILL UfWeraons ~onal and Armed Farcec
Cammuniratinnme & Flactranine A cenejation Magazine online

luly, 2007.
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compete in new generation warfare and conflict below the threshold of war, to include

opposition of both Russia and China.
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no longer retain legitimacy because they have lost their monopoly on violence as new
forms of warfare emerge.” The Clausewitzian Trinity of reason, chance, and emotion
has given way to identity, actors, and people’s fears or hatred. New wars are fought by
networks of state and non-state actors, enacting violence against largely civilian
populations rather than focusing on the enemy’s army in the field.”® Wars pitting states
against one another has been replaced by politics of identity and decentralized violence
exacerbated by transnational criminal organizations, diaspora populations, refugees, and a
global media.”” Due to the new characteristics of war, resolution comes from the
involvement of humanitarian and non-governmental organizations, as opposed to states
themselves. New wars are typically directed against civilians, so the need has arisen for
enforcement of cosmopolitan norms, such as international humanitarian and human rights
laws, rather than peace enforcement between states.’®

_ Globalization has a major impact on the shifting characteristics of war through
integration and inclusion and subsequent fragmentation and exclusion from the state.”
Globalization is reshaping the world by limiting state’s ability to enact its will and even
maintain its geographical sovereignty.*® The borders of states are eroding, and though
not yet irrelevant, political geography is giving way to functional geography.®! The free

flow of ideas and shared ideology can form stronger bonds than any manmade

> Mary Kaldor, New and Old Wars: Organized Violence in a Global Fra, 3d ed. (Cambridge: Polity Press,
2012), 122.

76 Kaldor, New and Old Wars: Qrganized Violence in a Global Era, 1V.

77 Ibid, 185-6.

7 Ibid, 132-3.

™ 1bid, 186.

8 Miinkler, The New Wars, 9.

#! Parag Khanna, Connectography, (New York: Random House, 2016), 15.

31






communication. A single riverine platoon is capable of deploying, living, training, and
operating with their host nation forces.3> This gives the Combatant Commander an agile
and responsive task unit with a minimal footprint. Over a deployment, the platoon can
train to the level of their partners and tailor tactics, small arms, maintenance, and
logistics. This would alleviate the strain on tl  already overtasked NAVSPECWAR

cor” unity, especially considering the entire SWCC is comprised of only 600
operators.®® Plus, their unique talents would be lost training security forces incapable of
performing SOF boat missions, such as operating covertly in periods of darkness. SWCC
1s better suited to pairing with " rces like the Nigerian Special Boat Unit, while riverine
squadrons remain an ideal fit for conventional units.?’

Patrolling rivers in combination with our partners demonstrates a commitment to
our allies, and bolsters their organic security forces. Additionally, the platoon could act
as a quick reaction force for SOF in the AO. Riverine forces are specifically important in
Combatant Commands who are in dire need of allocated forces, namely AFRICOM and
SOUTHCOM, especially in this resource constrained environment, A RIVRON can have
atrer ndous impact on partner nations, ultimately creating a force multiplication effect.
In a single six-month deployment, RIVRON 3 provided 1,200-man days of conventional
riverine training spanning six countries.®® Most notably, they assisted in the revision and
organizational improvements in the 14,000-man riverine wing of the Columbian Marine

Co _s, the world’s largest such force.

5 J. A. Cummings, Jr. “A Riverine Approach to Irregular Warfare.” Proceedings, vol. 140, 1 (2014).
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xdings, vol. 140, 1 (2014).
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The US is mired in competition with Russia, but refuses to engage in the
appropriate battlespace through a lack of understanding. A small, agile, self-contained
force like a riverine platoon is the ideal candidate to counter Russian efforts in the littoral
environment, especially in the vicinity of Crimea. They can casily patrol the Black Sea
and partner with Ukrainian Forces. However, the US wants to engage the enemy on a
battlefield and win the war in a decisive battle, just as Clausewitz would suggest, but
Russia will not indulge such desires. Instead, Russia enacts warfare on the cheap and
iimits the impact to fewer people through emerging technology, making war a “spectator
sport.™ This highlights war’s everchanging character. Still, the US only recognizes the
notion of war as overt violence between states, and remains uncomfortable with the
reality of 21* century warfare as introduced by the Russians. Moscow applies the new
wars conceptual design of influencing the population rather than direct force-on-force
contests, seeking to win without overly committing resources.”® The expensive and
small force package make riverine forces an attractive and viable platform to counter
Russian influence in the littoral environment.

Countering China:

China challenges “American power, influence, and interests, attempting to erode
American security and prosperity.™" This statement is particularly true when applied to
the insidious nature of the Belt and Road Initiative (BRI) or One Belt, One Road. The
maritime portion of belt and road initiative is commonly referenced as the Silk Road.

The BRI is an umbrella initiative spanning a multitude of projects designed to promote

2 Tbid.

?* Michael Kofman, “The Moscow School of Hard Knocks: Key Pillars of Russian Strategy.”
https://warontherocks.com/2019/1 1 /the-moscow-school-of-hard-knocks-key-pillars-of-russian-strategy-2/
%4 2017 National Security Strategy, 2.
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Given the success and aspirations of the Silk Road, the importance of having a
riverine capability becomes even more apparent. In Southeast Asia alone, there are more
than 144,740 miles of riverways.”® The Navy would prefer to rely on the MK VI patrol
boats and the Littoral Combat Ships (LCS), but they do not have the mobility required to
maintain these lines of communication and influence the populace.'” By contrast, a RPB
has a 2-foot draft that decreases to only 9 inches at speed. giving it the ability to operate
in crammed inlets. even the most nimble surface vessels do not dare traverse. Of course,
operating competently in these areas takes the training and skillset jettisoned by the Navy
after decommissioning their RIVRONs. The CRS community has already demonstrated
the inability to perform base tasks such as navigation and communications, as referenced

earlier in Chapter 2.

* Ryan C. Law. “The Coastal Riverine Community Needs Attention.” Proceedings, vol. 142, 8 (2016).
190 Ibid.
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riverine forces. The merger with MESF was the deathblow of competent riverine forces.
The three remaining companies within the Navy’s arsenal are one sixth the force size as
their highwater mark during the OIF resurrection, and far less capable than their not so
distant ancestors.

The time and resources spent to grow a viable riverine force continually vexes the
Navy. The Navy must avoid repeating the sanie mistakes in order to preserve their hold
on maritime superiority. The reality is that no sister service, or adversary in the world
can challenge the Navy’s supremacy on the high-seas. However, the Navy would
ingratiate itself far more to the joint force by expanding its capability to operate up river.
The perception regarding OIF is that aside from the NAVSPECWAR, Seabee, and EOD
communities, the Navy was the late to the fight. A resurgence in riverine capacity and
capability will not alone resolve this perception. In order to most appropriately employ
riverine task units, echelon IV and V commanders must avoid the temptation to use them
solely as mobile security or a QRF.'™ Riverine forces are agile and scalable enough to
perform tasks in every geographic combatant command. They can perform security
cooperation and FID to enhance IW. Better yet, riverine forces provide a unique wrinkle
to other traditional forces simply due to their unique maritime angle. When partnering
with host nation forces, RIVRONS can teach and employ skills never seen in country
because they are the only forces capable of performing conventional riverine missions.'??
More often than not, the host-nation funds riverine deployments, making the operating

cost minimal to the Navy 104

' J. A. Cummings, Jr. “A Riverine Approach to Irregular Warfare.” Proceedings, vol. 140, 1 (2014).
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